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ADMINISTRATION-— 

1. Fund set apart for future legacies—Life tenant of residne 
—Vested legacies—Interest from fund until payment—Capital 
or income of residuary estate.— Whitehead, Re, Peacock v. Lucas, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J. §, J, 183 

2. Judgment debt—Entailed land delivered in execution 
under a writ of elegit—Exoneration of personalty—Judgment 
Act, 1838 (1 & 2 Vict. c. 110), ss. 11 and 13.—*Anthony v. 
Anthony, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J. [1893] 3 Ch. 498; 62 L. J. Ch. 
1004; 69 L. T. 300 

3. Scotch judgment—English action— Proof of debt—Regis- 
tration of Scotch judgment—31 & 32 Vict. c. 54, s. 3.—Low, 
Re, Bland vy. Low, apr. §,J. 78; 63 L. J. Ch. 60 

See also Executor, 2. 


ADULTERATION— 
See Food, 1—3. 


AMBASSADOR— 
Privilege—Duration of, after recall—Statute of Limitations 
—Absence beyond seas—Service out of jurisdiction—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 11.—Musurus Bey v. Gadban, a.B.D. §, J. 59 


ANIMAL— 
See Cruelty to Animals. 


ANNUITY— 
See Mortgage, 4; Will, 1—3. 


ARBITRATION— 
1. Construction of agreement—Power of arbitrator—Award 
—Res judicata—Damages.—Gueret v. Andony, APP. 62 L. J. Q. B. 
633 


2. Practice—Step in the proceedings—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 20, 
r. 1 (b)—Arbitration Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), 8. 4.—ZJves 
and Barker v. Willans, CH.D, KEKEWIOH, J. [1894] 1 Ch. 68; 
69 L. T. 710 

See also Friendly Society ; Local Government, 10; Part- 

nership, 1; Practice, 30. 


AUCTIONEER— 
See Principal and Agent, 1. 


BAILMENT— 

1. Deposit for safe custody—-Statute of Limitations (21 Jac. 
1, c. 16), s. 3—Money advanced on deposit or loan.—Tidd, Re, 
Tidd vy. Overell, CHD. NORTH, J. W. R, 25; [1893] 3 Ch. 154; 
62 L. J. Ch. 915 

2. Restaurant keeper—Customer’s overcoat—Delivery to 
waiter — Negligence. — Ulizen v. Nicols, Q.B.D. §, J. 26; 
W. RB. 58; [1894] 1 Q. B. 92 

BANKER— 

1. Canada, Law of—Ontario—Loan by broker to bank— 
Transfer by bank manager ‘‘in trust "—Zondon and Canadian 
Loan Agency v. Duggan, P.c. [1893] A. C. 506; 63 L. J. P. C. 14 

2. Composition payable by Bank of England—-Old banking 
firms—Sale of business to new company—Ceasing to carry on 
business— Bank Charter Act, 1844 (7 & 8 Vict. c. 32), ss. 23, 24, 
25—Bank Charter Amendment Act, 1856 (19 Vict. c. 20), 8. 2.— 
Prescott & Oo. v. Bank of England, ary. 8, J, 97 

3. Negotiable seourities~—Deposit of securities by broker— 
Authority of broker to pledge—Bond fide holder for value— 
Estoppel — ‘‘ Contango”’ transactions.—Bentinck v. London 
Joint-Stock Bank, ou.D, NoRTH, J. W.R, 140 

4. Stockbroker—Payment of proceeds of sale of client's 
stock into broker's bank—Appropriation by bank to stock- 
broker’s overdraft.—Thompeon v. Clydesdale Bank, HL, 62 
L. J. H. L, 91 

See also Partnership, 4. 








BANKRUPTCY— 


1. Act of bankruptey—Bankruptcy nee Imes (18. aT 
against firn—Infant partner—Bankru , 188 7 
Vict. c. 52), ss. 4-6, 9, 110, 115 ~Bankruptoy Rules, 1886, rr. 
260, 262, 264.—Beauchamp Brothers, Re, uchamp, Ex parte, 
app. §. J. 12; W. BR. 110; [1894] 1 Q. B. 1; 69 L. T. 646 

2. Act of bankruptcy—Notice of suspension—Letter ‘‘ with- 
out prejudice *— Admissibility —Bankrapte Act, 1883, s. 4, 
sub-section 1 (h).—*Daintrey, Re, Holt, Ex parte, wkcy. 62 
L. J. Q. B. 511 

3. Appeal—Practics—Omission to send copy of notice of 
appeal to registrar—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 1890, r. 132.— 
Vitoria, Re, Vitoria, Ex parte, app. §, J. 144; W.R. 193 

4. Appeal—Practice —Time—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 
1890, r. 130.—Helsby, Re, Oficial Receiver, Ex parte, arr. §. J. 
203 

5: Deed of arrangement—Trustee’s accounts—Transmission 
of verified accounts to the Board of wpo Soman ay, Se 3 
1890 (53 & 54 Viet. c. 71), s. 25—Deeds of Arrangement Rules, 
1890.—Norman, Re, Board of Trade, Ex parte, app. [1893] 2 
Q. B. 369; 63 L. J. Q. B. 34; 69 L. T. 675 

6. Fraudulent preference—Payment to creditor after petition 
—Protected Se ae cage ge | Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. 
c. 52), ss. 48, 49.—*Badham, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, BKCY. 
69 L. T. 356 

7. Petition—Conditions on which creditor may petition— 
Debtor—Ordinary residence in England — Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, s. 6, sub-section 1 (d).—Erskine, Re, Erskine, Ex parte, 
app, §. J. 144 

8. Petition—Judgment debt—Proceedings stayed pending 
appeal—Terms—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 7, sub-section 4; 8. 
109.— Russell, Re, Temperton, Ex parte, arp. §. J. 143 

9. Proof—Alimony—Arrears accrued after receiving order— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 37, sub-section 
(3).—Hawkins, Re, Hawkins, Ex parte, skoy. W. R. 202 ; (1894) 
1 Q. B. 25 

10. Proof—Interest on debts—Interest over five per cent.— 
Right to allocate security to interest—Proof for balance— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 71), s. 23.—For and 
Jacobs, Re, Discount Banking Co., Ex parte, BKcY. 69 L. T. 657 

11. Proof—Loan to trader—Share of profits—New agreement 
providing for fixed rate of interest—No new advance—Bovill’s 
Act (28 & 29 Vict. c. 86), ss. 1, 5—Partnership Act, 1890 (53 & 
54 Vict. co. 39), s. 2, sub-section 3 (d); s. 3.—Hildesheim, Re, 
Hildesheim, Ex parte, apr. W.R, 138; [1893] 2 Q. B. 357; 69 
L. T. 550 

12. Proof—Mortgage—Interest—Transfer.—Errington, Re, 
Mason, Ex parte, BKCY. [1894] 1 Q. B. 11 

13. Proof by foreign creditor—Practice—Security for costs.— 
Semenza, Re, Trustee, Ex parte, arp. §. J, 60; [1894] 1 Q. B. 
15; 69 L. T. 703 

14. Receiving order—Rescission—Consent of titioner, 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1890, r. 13.—*Flatau, Re, Oficial Receiver, 
Ex parte, arp, 621. J. Q. B, 569 P 

siuat other property of debtor--Denkruptay Act, 1883 (40 & 
against other re) 

47 Vict. c. 52), 8. 122 (5).—Frank, Re, Bkoy. [1894] 1 Q. B. 9 

16, Voluntary t— Avoidance of — Mortgage by 
donee of settlement for value before avoidance—Bankruptey 
Act, 1883 Sg & 47 Vict. ©. 52), 8. 47.—Naylor v. Stevenson, 
pkoy. 69 L. T. 355 

17. Volun settlement—Avoidance of of settled 
property to —Subsequent avoidance of t—Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. o. 52), 8. 47.—*Brall, Re, 
Norton, Ex parte, Q.B.D, [1893] 2 Q. B. 381; 69 L. T. 323 

See also Bill of Sale, 1; Company, 24; Landlord and 

Tenar¢ * Practice, 7; Sheriff, 2. 
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BETTING— 
See Gaming. 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 
No payee mentioned—Bill payable ‘‘ to order ”—Bills 
of Exchange Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 61), ss. 3, 5, 7, 55.— 
Chamberlain v. Young, app. W.R. 72; 63 L. J. Q. B. 28; 69 
L. T. 332 


BILL of SALE— 

_1. Bankruptcy—Execution—Goods sold privately—Receipt 
given by sheriff—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), 
ss. 4, 8, 10.—Hood, Re, Burgess, Ex parte, app. W. R. 23 

2. Charge on machinery—Tenant’s fixtures—Interest in land 
—Chattels—Statute of Frauds (12 Car. 2, c. 24), s. 4—Bills of 
Bale Acts (41 & 44 Vict. c. 31; 45 & 46 Vict. c. 43).—*Jarvis v. 
Jarvis, CH.D. NORTH, J. 63 L. J. Ch. 10; 69 L. T. 413 


BOILER— 

Explosion—Notice of to Board of Trade—Penalty for default 
—Exemption—‘“ Boiler used exclusively for domestic purposes ” 
Boiler Explosions Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 22), ss. 3, 4, 5.— 
Smith v. Miiller, a.B.D. §. J. 26 


BROKER— 

See Banker, 1, 3, 4; Fraud, Statute of, 2; Principal and 
Agent, 2. 

BUILDING SOCIETY— 

1. Rules—Alteration—Retrospective operation— Registrar’s 
refusal to register—Jurisdiction—Building Societies Act, 1874, 
ss. 14, 18, 32.—Reg. v. Brabrooke, 2.B.D. 69 L. T, 718 

2. Withdrawal of deposits—Rules—“ Available balance ”’— 
Depositors to be ‘‘ paid in rotation according to the priority of 
their notices.” —Brett v. Monarch Building Society, arr. §. J. 
183 

3. Winding up—Advances to members upon mortgage of 
their shares—Liability to repay at once instalments agreed to 
be paid at a future date—Existence of outside creditors.— 
London Provident Society v. Morgan, Q.B.D. W.R,157; 62L. J. 
Q. B. 544; 69 L. T. 595 

See also Company, 14; Prohibition. 


BURIAL GROUND— 

1. Building—Band stand—Vestry—Metropolis—Ultrd vires 
—Injunction.— Attorney-General vy. St. Pancras Vestry, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J. 69 L. T. 627 

2. Disused burial ground—Building on unused portion— 
‘‘Set apart for interments’’—Metropolitan Open Spaces Act, 
1881, s. 1—Open Spaces Act, 1887, s. 4—Disused Burial Grounds 
Act, 1884, s. 3.—Jonsford v. Ne wport District School Board, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. §.J.132; W.R. 154; 69 L. T. 687; apr. §. J. 
199 


CANADA, LAW of— 

Toronto—Railway company—Right to work—Expiration of 
grant.—Toronto Street Railway Co. v. Toronto Corporation, P.C. 
[1893] A. C. 511; 63 L. J. P. C. 10 

CHARITY— 

1. Endowment—Voluntary association—Wesleyan chapel— 
Charity Commissioners—Jurisdiction—Charitable Trusts Act, 
1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 137), ss. 10, 62, 66.—St. John’s-street Wes- 
leyan Chapel, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J. 62 L. J. Ch. 927 

2. Mortmain—Interest in land—Surplus lands steck of 
Metropolitan Railway—Metropolitan Railway Act, 1885 (48 & 
49 Vict. c. lxxxix.), s. 39—Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 42), ss. 4, 10.—Hollow, Re, Forbes v. 
Hardcastle, ary. 69 L. T, 425 

3. Will—Gift of such part of residue ‘‘as may by law be 
given for charitable purposes ”’—Will made before Mortmain 
Act, 1891—Death of testator after passing of that Act—Mort- 
main and Charitable Uses Act, 1591 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 73), ss. 5, 
9-—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), s. 24.—Bridyer, Re, Brompton 
Hospital v. Lewis, arp. §,. J. 111; W. R. 179 

See also Lands Clauses Act, 2; Probate, 4; Will, 1. 
CLYDE NAVIGATION— 

Special Act—Clyde River —Pier —Repairs.—Clyd- Navigation 

Trustees v. Blantyre, 4.1. (1893) A. C. 703 
COMPAR Y— 

1. Directors —Alleged fraud—Issuing shares at  discount.— 

Rison v. Edinburgh Northern Tramway Co., H.L. [1893] A. C. 


2. Directors—Contractor—Gift of shares—Liability.— London 
Trust Co. v. Mackenzie, Cu.p. whicnt, 3. 62 L. J. Ch. 870 

3. Director —Qualification shares— Contributory. —Vrinting 
Co. of Agence Havas, Re, Cammell, Kx parte, CH.D. STIRLING, J. 


8. J, 154 











hex Journal, 
Feb. 10, 1894. 
4. Memorandum and contemporaneous articles of association 
—Construction—Borrowing powers—‘“‘ Issue ’’—Oral charge on 
uncalled capital.—Tilbury Portland Cement Co., Re, CH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. 69 L. T. 495 
5. Petition—Disputed debt of petitioner—Dismissal of peti- 
tion.— Wallis & Co., Re, apr. §. J. 112 
6. Practice—Security for costs—Action by company in 
liquidation—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 69.— 
National Bank of Wales v. Collins, a.B.D. §. J. 186 
7. Practice—Security for costs—Undertaking by liquidators 
—Judgment for the company—Effect of appeal and reversal 
of judgment.—Hawkins Hill, &c., Gold Mining Co. v. Want, 
app. 62L. J. Q. B. 505; 69 L. T. 297 
8. Prospectus—Articles of association—Uncalled capital— 
Variation of articles and clause in prospectus by extraordinary 
resolution—Companies Acts, 1562, s. 50; 1879, s. 5.—Malleson 
v. National Provincial Insurance Co., OH.D. NORTH, J. §. J. 80 
9. Reduction of capital—Petition—Jurisdiction—Title of 
petition—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 131), ss. 9, 11, 
12—Companies Act, 1877 (40 & 41 Vict. c. 26), s. 3—General 
Order, 1868, r. 2—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vict. c. 63), ss. 1, 2, 32 (2)—Orders of March 26th,.1892, and 
November 7th, 1893.—Aluminium Co., Re, CH.D. WRIGHT, J. 
8. J. 130, 185 
10. Shares — Bonus — Contributory—Companies Act, 1862, 
s. 25.—Railways Time Tables Publishing Co., Re, CH.D, KEKE- 
wicH, J. 62 L. J. Ch. 935 
11. Shares—Issue of shares as fully paid—Consideration— 
Ultra vires—Registered contract—Recital of indebtedness— 
Estoppel—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), ss. 8, 38 
—Companies Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. ¢. 131), s. 26,—*Hddy- 
stone Marine Insurance Co., Re, app. 69 L. T. 363 
12. Shares—Transfer—Certification—Estoppel—Damages.— 
Balkis Consolidated Co. v. Tomkinson, H.L. W. R. 204; [1893] 
A. C. 396; 69 L. T. 598 
13. Stock—Transfer—Blank transfer—Legal title—Presump- 
tion of redelivery—Registration—Fraudulent trustee—Notice 
—Priority—Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 
Vict. c. 16), ss. 14, 15, 18.—*Powell v. London and Provincial 
Bank, apr. 69 L. T. 421 
14. Winding up—Building society—County court—Special 
case—-Jurisdiction—Building Societies Act, 1874, s. 32 (4)— 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, s. 3 (3)—County Court 
Rules, ord. 41, r. 9.—*Portsea Island Building Society, Re, CH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. [1893] 3 Ch. 205; 62 L. J. Ch. 845 
15. Winding up—Contributory—Paid-up shares—Agreement 
to become member—Register of members—Retaining share 
certificate—Companies Act, 1862, ss. 23, 74—Companies Act, 
1867, s. 25.—Macdonald, Sons, & Co., Re, app. §. J. 25; 69 
L. T. 567 
16. Winding up — Costs—Assets insufficient — Priority.— 
Staffordshire Gas and Coke Co., Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. [1893] 
3 Ch. 523; 63 L. J. Ch. 68; 69 L. T. 376 
17. Winding up—Costs—Two petitions—Petition standing 
over.—Scott & Jackson, Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. §, J. 
59 
18. Winding up — Creditor — Attachment or embargo on 
assets of company—Sale of assets—Brazilian law—Priority. 
Central Sugar Factories of Brazil, Re, CH.D. NORTH, J. 8. J, 113 
19. Winding up — Debenture-holders’ action — Receiver— 
Exceptional assets — Realization. — Industrial, &c., Trust 
(Limited) v. South American and Mexican Oo., apr. W. R. 181; 
69 L. T. 693 
20. Winding up — Director — Misfeasance — Secret profit— 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890, s. 10.— Westmoreland Green 
and Blue Slate Co., Re, app. 62 L. J. Ch. 975; 69 L. T. 700 
21. Winding up—Directors—Liability of for alleged mis- 
feasance—Statute of Limitations—Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. 59), s. 1, sub-section (3), s. 8, sub-section (1) (a)— 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), s. 10. 
—Lands Allotment Co., Re, cH.D. WRIGHT, J. §, J. 129 
22. Winding up—Examination—Fraud committed on outside 
public—Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 
63), 8. 8, sub-section (). -Medical Battery Co., Re, OH.D. 
VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. 8. J. 81; W. RB. 191 
23. Winding up—Examination of directors—Further report 
of official receiver— Facts suggesting fraud — Companies 
(Winding-up) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 63), 8. 8.—Birkdale 
Steam Laundry Oo., Re, a.B.D. W. BR. 144; [1893] 2 Q. B. 386; 
63 L. J. Q. B. 20 
24. Winding up—Fraudulent preference—Arrears of direc- 
tors’ fees—RSet-off—Mutual credits—Companies Act, 1862, s. 
164—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, #8. 38, 48.—* Washington Diamond 
Mining Co., Ite, avy. [1893] 3 Ch. 95; 62 L. J. Ch. 895 
25. Winding up—Mistake in name—Order—Amendment— 





ie 











rs 


it, 











Soe 10, 1e0e |) DIGEST. 7 














VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. §, J. 81 

26. Winding up—Scheme of arrangement—Proxy—Stamp— 
Execution of proxy out of United Kingdom—Proxies deposited 
in colony—Communication of proxies by telegraph—Stamping 
after execution—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 
91—Joint-Stock Companies Arrangement Act, 1870 (33 & 34 
Vict. c. 104), s. 2—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), ss. 15, 
80.—English, Scottish, and Australian Chartered Bank, Re, APP. 
W. R. 4; [1893] 3 Ch. 385; 62 L. J. Ch. 825 

27. Winding up—Scheme of arrangement with creditors— 
Effect of scheme on guarantee for debt of company—New 
company—Preservation of liability of old shareholders—Joint- 
Stock Companies Arrangement Act, 18790 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 104), 
s. 2.—London Chartered Bank of Australia, Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN 
WILLIAMS, J. W.R, 14; [1893] 3 Ch. 540; 62 L. J. Ch. 841; 
69 L. T. 593 

28. Winding up— Supervision order— Liquidator—Reports 
by.—Pritchard & Co., Re, CH.D. VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. §. J. 
< 





) 
29. Winding up—Voluntary liquidation—Forfeiture of shares 
—Continuance of directors’ powers—Sanction of liquidators or 
general meeting—Companies Act, 1862, ss. 131, 133 (sub-sec- 
tion 5), 138, 139.—Fairbairn Engineering Co., Re, Ladd, Ex 
parte, CH.D. NORTH, J. W.R. 155; [1893] 3 Ch. 450; 63 L. J. 
Ch. 8; 69 L. T. 415 

See also Criminal Law, 3; Frauds, Statute of, 1; Inland 
Revenue, 1-4; Railway Company, 6; Trade Name, 1; Will, 14. 


COMPROMISE— 

Probate suit—Terms of compromise filed in registry — 
Motion to make compromise a rule of court—No express pro- 
vision in document—J urisdiction.— Graves v. Graves, P.D. & A.D. 
69 L. T. 420 


CONTRACT— 

See Corporation, 1; Covenant, 1; Electric Lighting; 
Frauds, Statute of, 1, 2; Infant, 3; Landlord and Tenant, 2; 
Lottery; Master and Servant, 1; Principal and Agent, 2-4; 
Shipping, 13; Vendor ahd Purchaser, 1, 5. 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
See Trustee, 7; Vendor and Purchaser, 3, 4, 6. 


CORPORATION— 

1, Contract—Specific performance—Contract not under seal 
—Contract by a committee not appointed under seal—Munici- 
pal Corporations Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 50), s. 22, sub-sec- 
tion 2.— Oxford (Mayor of) v. Crow, CH.D. ROMER, J. W. R, 200; 
[1893] 3 Ch. 535 

2. Ontario, Law of—Municipal Act, 1887 (Rev. Stat. Out., 
c, 184), ss. 483, 583, 586, 587, 591 — Liability of munici- 
pality for damage by neglect to maintain drainage works, and 
in construction of such works—Arbitration.—Raleigh Corpora- 
tion v. Williams, P.c. [1893] A. C. 540; 63 L. J. P. C.1; 
69 L. T. 506 

See also Highway, 4; New South Wales, Law of. 


cosTs— 
See Bankruptcy, 13; Company, 6, 7, 16, 17; Divorce, 1, 4- 
7, 16, 19; Interest, 1; Justices, 5; Lands Clauses Act, 3; 
Patent, 3; Practice, 3-6, 16, 17; Settled Land, 8; Solicitor, 4, 
5; Trustee, 8, 


COUNTY COURT— 

1, Appeal—Interlocutory matter—County Courts Act, 1888, 
88. 120-122.—* Gilson v. Kilner, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 310 

2. Appeal—Practice—Assaulting bailiff in execution of his 
duty—County Courts Act, 1888, ss. 48, 120, 186.—Lewis v. 
Owen, 2.B.D. §, J. 27; [1894] 1 Q. B. 102 

3. Interpleader—Money deposited in court by claimant— 
Payment out—County Courts Act, 1888, s. 156—County Court 
Rules, 1889, Form 187.—Haddowe v. Morton, Q.B.D. [1894] 
1Q. B. 95; 63 L. J. Q. B. 38 

4. Jurisdiction—*' District in which the cause of action 
wholly or in part arose’’—Action for price of goods sold and 
delivered—Whether non-payment part of cause of action— 
County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), 8. .74—Prohibi- 
tion.—Northey Stone Co. v. Gidney, B.D, §, J. 26; App. 8. J. 
39; W. R. 99; [1894] 1 Q. B. 99 

5, Jurisdiction—Practice—Service out of the jurisdiction— 
Leave to issue default summons—Form of affidavit— Prohibi- 
tion--County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. o. 48), ss, 74, 86 

County Court Rules, 1889, ord, 5, rr. 94, 10; Appendix, 
Form 14a,.—Gordon v. Evans, apy. §. J. 111; W. R. 193 

6. Jurisdiction—Shipping—Damage—Collision with pier— 
County Courts Admiralty urisdiction Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. 
c, 71), s. 3—County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Amendment 


Advertisement. —Foel (Clynnog) Slate Quarries, Re, OH.D. 








Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 51), s. 4—Costs.—Mersey Docks 
Board v. Turner ; Zeta, The, H.L. [1893] A. C. 468 ;.69 L. T. 
630 


7. Prohibition—A from veteenl—- Shipping — Adana! 
jurisdiction—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), &. 
132.—Recepta, The, app. 62L. J. P. & D. 118 

8. Replevin—Dami measure of—Consequential damage 
—Practice—Appeal—County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. 
c. 43), s. 120.—Smith v. Enright, .3B.p. 69 L. T. 724 . 

See also Company, 14; Practice, 7, 20; Sheriff, 1; 

Solicitor, 11. 


COVENANT— 


1. Negative covenant—Contract—Injunction.—Grimston v. 
Cunningham, @.B.D. §, J, 143; [1894] 1 Q. B. 125 

2. Restrictive covenant— Building ”’—Erection of hoarding 
wrt to injunction.—Foster v. Fraser, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J. 
W. RB. 11; [1893] 3 Ch. 158 

3. Restrictive covenant — Building estate — Alteration in 
character of estate—Acquiescence—Injunction.—Meredith v. 
Wilson, CH.D. STIRLING, J. 69 L. T. 336 

4. Slaughter-house—Offensive business—Action quia timet— 
Injunction.—Rapley v. Smart, cH.D. cHITTY, J. §. J. 129 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 3-5, 8; Vendor and Pur- 
chaser, 2, 


CRIMINAL LAW— 


1. Abduction of child under fourteen—Force or fraad on 

rent—24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, s. 56.—Reg. v. Bellis, 0.c.R. 62 

. J. M. C, 155 

2. Carnal knowledge of girl under sixteen—Aiding and 
abetting—Indictability of girl—Criminal Law Am ent 
Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Vict. c. 69).—Reg. v. Tyrell, c.c.R. §.J, 130 

3. Embezzlement—Moneys belonging to an association pro- 
hibited by the Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), s. 4.— 
Reg. v. Tankard, c.c.R. 8, J. 130 

4. Embezzlement—Prisoner servant and director of com- 
pany. —Reg. v. Stuart, c.c.R. §, J. 131 

5. Malicious prosecution — Tramway nr — Summons 
against for knowingly and wilfully refusing to pay 
the fuse” Pendlie—Heenlianian Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 78), 
ss. 51, 52.—Rayson v. South London Tramways Co., arp. W. 
21; 62 L. J. Q. B. 593; 69 L. T. 491 


CRUELTY to ANIMALS— 


Wild rabbits in confinement—‘‘ Domestic animals ’*—12 & 13 
Vict. c. 92, ss. 2,29—17 & 18 Vict. c. 60,8. 3.—Aplin v. Porritt, 
a.B.pD. W.R. 95; 69L. T. 433 


DISENTAILING DEED— 


Estate tail—Will—Estate in defeasance of estate tail—Fines 
and Recoveries Act (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74), s. 15.—Millbank v. 
Vane, APP. [1893] 3 Ch. 79 


DIVORCE— 


1, Adultery—Condonation—Offences unknown to husband— 
Damages—Costs—20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, ss. 29, 30, 31, 33, 51, 59. 
—* Bernstein v. Bernstein, App. [1893] P. 292; 63 L. J. P. & D. 
3; 69 L. T. 513 

2. Adultery—Incestuous adultery—Husband acquitted of 
criminal ch of rape—Conviction for minor offence—Certi- 
ficate of conviction—Evidence.— Virgo v..Virgo, P.D. & A.D. 
69 L. T. 460 

3. Adultery—Wife’s petition—Former suit abandoned and 
allowance by respondent’s brother—Condonation—Fresh adul- 
tery with same woman—Delay.—Binney v. Binney, P.D. & A.D. 
69 T. 498 

4. Alimony and costs of wife—Ex parte application for 
receiver—Undertaking in damages—Order for receiver, limited 
to amount of sum due to wife.—Angliss v. Angliss, P.D. & A.D. 
69 L. T. 462 

5. Attachment—Order to lodge in court or secure costs—Un- 
discharged bankrupt—Weekly salary—Means—Order.—Shine 
v. Shine, P.D. & aD. [1893] P. 289; 69 L. T. 500 

6. Costs—Wife's costs—Comparison of husband's and wife's 
respective incomes — Discretion — Rules and Regulations in 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes, r. 158.—AUen v. Allen, APP. 
8. J. 128 

7. Costs—Wife’s costs— Wife's eg me in Divorce 
Division, r. 159.—Ash v. Ash, P.D. & AD. 62 L. J.P. & D, 97 

8. Decree nist on wife’s petition—Collusion—Intervention of 
Queen’s Proctor—Rescission of decree—Second suit by husband 
—Res judicata.—Butler v. Butler, PD. & AD, 62 L. J. P. & D. 
105; apr. §. J. 24; W.R.49; 63 L. J.P. & D. 1; 69 L. T. 
O45 

9. Decree nisi on wife's petition—Intervention—Plea—Alle- 
gation of adultery—Application by incriminated person for 
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leave to intervene—41 Vict. c. 19, s. 2.—Grieve v. Grieve, 
P.D. & a.pD. [1893] P. 288; 69 L. T. 462 

10. Decree nisi—Queen’s Proctor’s intervention—Cohabita- 
tion resumed—Rescisssion of decree nisi.—Flower v. Flower, 
P.D. & A.D. W. R. 204; [1893] P. 290 

11. Domicil—English domicil—Foreign divorce.—(freen v. 
Green.—P.v. & A.v. 62L. J. P. & D, 112 

12. Evidence—Conversation between respondent and clergy- 
man—Objection by clergyman to answer questions —Privilege, 
—Normanshaw vy. Normanshaw, ®.D. & A.D. 69 L. T. 468 

13. Maintenance—Decree —nisi—Jurisdiction—Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), s. 32.—* Waterhouse v. 
Waterhouse, app. [1893] P. 284; 62 L. J. P. & D. 115; 69 L. T. 
618 

14. Maintenance—Post-nuptial settlement—No express cove- 
nant not to sue for divorce—Order in excess of amount allotted 
by settlement.— Wilkinson v. Wilkinson, P.D. & A.D. 69L. T. 
4959 

15. Post-nuptial settlement—Variation—Dum sola et custa 
clause inserted.—Suunders v. Saunders, P.D. & A.D. 69 L. T. 
498 

16. Prevention of due process of service of subpena—Motion 
for attachment—Costs.— Wylam v. Wylam, P.D. & A.D. 69 L. T. 
500 

17. Separation order—Custody of children—Maintenance— 
Magistrate’s order— Appeal as to custody and maintenance— 
Fresh evidence—Case remitted to justices.— Foulkes v. Foulkes, 
P.D.& A.D. 69 L. T. 461 

18. Temporary separation for mutual convenience—Refusal 
on part of husband to take back or maintain his wife—Deser- 
tion—Jurisdiction of magistrates—Married Women Mainten- 
ance Act, 1886, s. 1.—Chudley v. Chudley,9.B.D. 69 L. T. 348; 
App. 69 L. T. 617 

19. Variation of settlements—Time for filing petition— 
Amendment after time expired—Inclusion of post-nuptial 
settlement of respondent’s property—Second marriage of 
respondent—Settlement on second marriage—Trustees—Pur- 
chasers for value—Powers uf court to vary post-nuptial settle- 
ment—22 & 23 Vict. c. 61, s. 5—Costs.—Nevill vy. Nevill, p.p. & 
A.D. 69 L. T. 463 

See also Bankruptcy, 9. 


DOMICIL— 

Infant — Widowed mother — Second marriage — Effect on 
infant of mother’s change of domicil—-Domicil of stepfather. 
—Beaumont, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J. W. R, 142; [1893] 3 Ch. 490; 
62 L. J. Ch. 923 

See also Divorce, 11. 


EASEMENT— 
See Light, 1, 2; Poor Law, 2, 3; Way. 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW— 

1, Pew—Chapel—Long user—Exclusive possession—Pre- 
sumption of legal origin—Faculty—Prescription—J urisdiction 
of ordinary over distribution of seats—Injunction—Applicaticn 
for faculty—Restraint agsinst acting under faculty, if granted. 
—Proud vy. Price, avr. W. BR. 102; 69 L. T. 664 

2. Scottish Episcopal Chur-h—Contract—Trust—Canon’s 
stipend.—Brouk v. Kelly, u.u. [1893] A. C. 721 


EDUCATION— 
See Injunction, 2. 
ELECTION LAwW— 
1. Parliament—Practice—Election petition—Amendment by 
order of a judge not on the rota for the trial of election peti- 
tions—Jurisdiction—Appesl to the Court of Appeal—Corrupt 


aud Practices Prevention Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Viet. c. 51), 
#8. 40 (2) and 56—Judicatare Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 68), 
&. 14.—°*Shaw v. Reckitt, ary. 69 L. T. 327 

2. Parliament— Hegistration— Description of qualification— 
Power of amendment.— Manu v. Johnson, @B.D. $8. J, 115 

4. Parliament—Registration—Inhabitant occupier—Rating 
A premises.—Palmer v. Wade,an.vp. §. J. 114 

4. Parliament—Registration—Service of notice of objection 
—_* ; course of post”’—6 Vict. c. 13, ss. 17, 100.— 
Kemp v. Wanklyn,auv. §. J. 114 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING— 
Contract—Validity—Powers imposed by statute.—Chelsea 
Electricity Bupply Co. v. Lomdim Electric Bupply Corporation, 
arr. $. J. 112 


See Banker, %- 


Company, 11, 12, 


/ 
} 





EXECU roR— 
1. Bequest of leaseholds—Assent of executor—Mortgage by 
executor to building society—Validity.—Thorne v. Thorne, 
CH.D. ROMER, J. [1893] 3 Ch. 196; 63 L. J. Ch. 38; 69 L. T. 
378 
2, Limitation, Statutes of—Statute-barred debt—Adminis- 
tration—Dismissal of —Subsequent payment of debt by one 
executor against wish of co-executor—fes judicata—Devastavit. 
—* Midgley v. Midgley, arp. [1893] 3 Ch, 282; 62 L. J. Ch, 
905 


See also Practice, 25, 29; Will, 4. 


FACTOR— 

1. Persons intrusted with the possession of goods—Pledge— 
Validity—5 & 6 Vict. c. 39.—*Tremoille v. Christie, CH.D. 
STIRLING, J. 69 L. T. 338 

2. Sale of goods—Furniture—Possession under hire-and- 
purchase agreement—Sale by hirer—Factors Act, 1889, s, 2.— 
Lee v. Butler, app. W.R. 88; 62 L. J. Q. B. 591; 69 L. T. 
370 

3. Sale of goods—Agent, sale by—Estoppel—Condition 
against sale—Factors Acts (6 Geo. 4, c. 94,8. 4; 52 & 53 Vict. 
c. 45, ss. 1 (1), 2 (1) ).—Biggs v. Evans, Q.B.D. [1894] 1 Q. B. 
88; 69 L. T. 723 


FIJI, LAW of— 
Proclamation—Boundaries—High water mark.—Smart v. 
Sura Town Board, P.c. 62L. J. P. C. 88 


FOOD— 

1. Adulteration—Defence of a ‘‘ written warranty ”’—Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), s. 25.—Laidlaw v. 
Willson, a.B.D. §. J. 12; W. BR. 78; [1894] 1 Q. B. 74 

2. Adulteration—Lard—Defence of a ‘‘ written warranty ”— 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), ss. 6, 25.— 
Elder v. Smithson, Q.B.D. §, J. 155 

3. Adulteration—Skimmed milk sold as condensed milk— 
Label on article—Disclosure of alteration—Food and Drugs 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), ss. 6, 7, 9.—Jones v. Davies, 
Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 497 

4. Analyst’s certificate—Insufficiency of facts stated in—Sale 
of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, ss. 6, 18, 21—Amendment Act, 
1879, s. 6.— Newby v. Sims, a.B.D. §, J. 202 

See also Local Government, 6. 


FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 

1. Contract—Interest in lands—Company—Debentures of 
trading company—Floating security—Statute of Frauds, s, 4.— 
*Driver v. Broad, app. 63 L. J. Q. B. 12 

2. Guarantee—Contract of indemnity—Parol agreement to 
share profits and losses—Stock Exchange.—Sution v. (rey, 
Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 354; app. §.J.77; W. RK. 195; 69 L. T. 673 

See also Bill of Sale, 2. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY— 

Dispute between member and society—Arbitration—Decision 
—Misconduct of arbitrators—Jurisdiction of justices—Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 60), s. 22.—Bache v. Bil- 
lingham, Q.B.D. 69 L, T. 322; app. [1894] 1 Q. B. 107; 63 
L. J. M. C. 1; 69 L. T. 648 


GAMISG— 
House kept for purpose of betting—Suppression of Betting 
Houses Act, 1853, ss. 1, 3.—Bond v. Plumb, @.B.D. §, J. 99 
See also Lottery. 


GUARANTEE— 
See Frauds, Statute of, 2; Principal and Surety. 


HACKNEY CARRIAGE — 

1. Licence—Omnibus plying for hire—No charge to passen- 
gers—Voluntary contributions—Towns Police Clauses Act, 
1847, 8. 45.—Cocks v. Mayner, Q.B.D. §. J. 100 

2. Negligence of driver—Liability of registered proprietor— 
Hackney end Stage Carriages (Metropolis) Act, 1831 (1 & 2 
Will. 4, c. 22)—Hackney and Stage Carriages (Metropolis) Act, 
1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86).—Keen v, Henry, arr. 8.3.77; 60 
L. T. 671 


HIGHWAY— 

1. Highway rate—Publication of notice—No church in high- 
way parish—Highway Act, 1835 (5 & 6 Will. 4, c, 50), 8, 27 
1 Vict. c. 45, 6. 2—Poor Rate Assessment Act, 1882 (45 & 46 
Vict. c. 20), #. 4.—Ieg. v. Wolferstan, Q.u.v. W. RB, 176; 
[1893] 2 Q. B. 451; 69 L. T. 429 

2. Inclosure Act-—Title--Limitations, Statute of.—Jaiyh v. 
West, avy, 62L, I. Q. B, 682 


3. Nuisance--Sewer gratings—Projection of grating beyond 


road surface by reason solely of non-repair of road—Injury to 
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engers caused thereby—Urban sanitary authority—Local 
y verament-—Nou-liability of local authority -Pablis Health 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 13, 16, 19, 144, 149. — 
Oliver v. Horsham Local Board, arp. §.J.97; W.R. 161 

4, Repair—Corporation—Non-feasance—Action for da: 
—Law of Nova Scotia—Construction.—Pictou (Municipality) v. 
Geldert, P.c. W.R. 114; [1893] A. C. 524; 69 L. T. 510 

5. Repair—Extraordinary traffic—Road used for ordinary 
traffic of neighbourhood—Highways Act Amendment Act, 1878 
(41 & 42 Vict. ¢. 77) s. 23.—-Etherley Grange Coal Co. v. Auck- 
land Highway Board, arr. §. J. 38; W. R. 198; [1894] 1 
Q. B. 37; 69 L. T. 702 

6. Repair—Extraordinary traffic—Highways and Locomo- 
tives Amendment Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. ¢. 77), s. 23.—Hill 
v. Thomas, B.D. 69L. T. 310; apr. W. BR, 85; [1893] 2 
Q. B. 333; 62 L. J. M. C. 161; 69 L. T. 553 


INCLOSURE ACTS— 
See Highway, 2. 


INFANT— 

1, Custody—Habeas corpus— Welfare of infant —Jurisdic- 
diction of Queen’s Bench Division—Judicature Act, 1873 (36 & 
37 Vict. c. 66), s. 25, sub-section (10).—Reg. v. Gyngall, APP. 
62 L. J. Q. B. 559; 69 L. T. 481 a 

2. Settlement—Repudiation—Partition—Tenancy in common 
—Improvements—Contribution—Mortgage—Covenant against 
incumbrances. — Jones, Re, Farrington v. Forrester, CH.D. 
NORTH, J. 62 L. J. Ch. 996 

3. Settlement — Voidability — After-acquired property—Re- 
pudiation—Contract—Infants’ Relief Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. 
c. 62), s. 2.—Edwards v. Carter, H.L. [1893] A. C. 360 

See also Bankruptcy, 1 ; Domicil; Trustee, 9. 


INJUNCTION— 

1. Injunction or damages—Jurisdiction—Discretion—Lord 
Cairns’ Act (21 & 22 Vict. c. 27), s, 2—Ancient. lights— 
Obstruction.— Martin v. Price, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. 69 L. T. 
712; app. §, J. 127 

2. Jurisdiction—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub-section 8— 
Quo warranto or injunction—Elementary Education Act, 1870 
(33 & 34 Vict. c. 75), Schedule II., Part I., r. 14—Absence for 
six months from meeting.—Richardson v. Methley School Board, 
CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J. W.R, 27; [1893] 3 Ch. 510; 62 L. J. Ch. 
943; 69 L. T. 308 

See also Covenant, 1-4; Landlord and Tenant, 2; Libel; 

Married Woman, 3; Practice, 9, 28, 32; River. 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1, Company—Stock—Share capital—Conversion of deben- 
ture stock under powers of a special Act—Liability of new 
preference stock to stamp daty—Canons and Inland Revenue 
Act, 1889 (52 Vict. c. 7), s. 17.—* Attorney-General v. Milford 
Docks Co., Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 453 

2. Income tax—English company holding shares in foreign 
companies—Profits arising abroad and distributed abroad to 
foreign shareholders in the English company—Profits not re- 
mitted to the United Kingdom—i & 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 100—16 & 
17 Vigh, c. 34, 8. 2, Schedule D.—Bartholomay Brewing Co. v. 
Wyatt, 0.B.D. W.R, 173; [1893] 2 Q. B. 499; 62L. J. Q. B. 
525; 69 L. T. 561 

3. Stamp duty — Amalgamation of railway companies — 
‘‘Conveyance or transfer on sale”—Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 
Vict. c, 39), s. 54; Schedule 1.—(Great Western Railway Co. v. 
Inland Revenue Commissioners, APP. 96 

4, Stamp duty—Partnership—Conversion into limited com- 
pany— Partners sole shareholders in company—Conveyance or 
transfer of property to company—Stamp Act, 1870 (33 & 34 
Vict. c. 97), ss. 8, 71; Schedule, tit. “‘ Conveyance.”—Foster v. 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, Q.B.D, 62 L. J. Q. B, 518; 
69 L. T. 529; app. §, J, 128 

See also Company, 26; Principal and Agent, 2. 
INSURANCE— 

1, Bank deposit—Arrangement between bank and creditors 
—Statutory discharge of bank—Effect of on insurance contract 
—Suretyship—Subrogation.—Dane vy. Mortgage Insurance Cor- 
poration, APP, [1894 | 1 Q, B, 54 

2. Deposit in bank—Failure of bank—Partial repayment of 
deposit before stipulated time—Liability of ass to pay 
annual premiums upon whole amount of deposit.—Simpeon v. 
Mortgage Insurance Corporation, Q.B.D. §, J, 90 

3. Marine insurance-— Lloyd's policoy—-Memorandum in policy 
~—‘* Free from average under £3 per cent. unless ship be burnt ” 
—Meaning of ‘ burnt,”’—Glenlivet, The, arr. 8.9.78; W.R. 
97; 69 L, 'T. 706 

4, Marine insurance—Memorandum ‘free from average 
unless general or the ship be stranded” —Construction—Non- 





INTEREST— 


—Taylor vy. Roe, CH.D. STIRLING, J. §, J, 142 


2. Money payable at s time on a future contin- - 


gency—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 28.— n, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Co. v. South-Eastern Railway Co., HL. [1893] 
A. C. 429; 69 L. T. 637 ee 
See also Bankraptcy, 10, 12; Limitation, Statutes of, 3; 
Partition ; Will, 9. 
INTERNATIONAL LAW— : é 
1. Jurisdiction—Practice—8 —- — of a 
done by foreign sovereign in this country as a pri - 
vidual.--Mighell v. pe Som oun 85.56 
2. Trespass—Land in fo: country— - 
Seieiaatner—Yiaie-th 8. C., 1888, ord. 36, r. 1.—British 
South African Co. v. Companhia de Mocambique, H.L. [1893] 
A. C. 602; 69 L. T. 604 
See also Company, 18. 


dg ye ee ye tation—Réglements of 1851 and 
1. Princi —Represen —, , an 
lei hon pr S00 v. Haman, P.c. [1893] A.C. 532; 
69 L. T. 501 : 
2. Seignorial rights — Mortmain — Indemnity.—Attorney~- 
General for 7 wali Solicitor-General for Jersey, ®,C. 62 L. J. 
P. C. 110 


JOINT TENANCY— 
i settlement—Severance.—Hewett, Re, Wallet v. 
Hewett, CH.D. NORTH, J. §,. J. 113 


JUDGMENT— 

See Admini ion 2, 3; Lunacy, 1; New South Wales, Law 

of; Practice, 14, 15, 25. 
JUSTICES — 

1, Appeal to quarter sessions—Notice of appeal—Service on 
solicitor of respondent—Duration of solicitor’s authority— 
Affiliation order—Summsry Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 
Vict. c. 49), s. 31, sub-section 2.—*Reg. v. Oxfordshire Justices, 
At petntion ‘a eon ae eases goods in police-court 

2. Detention o -- is in 
under 2 & 3 Viet. c. 71, s. 40—Action for consequential damage 
in the county court—Res judicata.—Midland Railway Co. v. 
Martin, 2.B.D. 62 L. J. Q. B. 517; 69 L. T. 353 

3. Disqualification —Appeals against poor rates —Special ees- 
sions—Justices in Sales Oem 18, ss. 1, 
3—27 Fahy — c. 39, s. 6.— Y Overseers, Ex parte, 
APP. . R177 

4. Disqualification—Jurisdiction—J ustices in special sessions 
—Appeals against poor rates—Justices rated for same parish 
where appeal arose—16 Geo. 2, c. 18, ss. 1, 3; 27 &28 Viet.c 39 
(Union Assessment Committee Amendment Act, 1864), s. 6.— 
Reg. ¥. Bolingbroke, 0.B.D. W.B. 128; [1892] 2.Q. B. 347; 62 
oo 7 eS dhe AOA Ri 

5. Jurisdiction er made on prosecutor costs— 
Default of distress—Order for committal. » aasteliie- 
tion Acts, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 43), s. 22; and 1879 (42 & 43 
Vict. c. 49), ss. 35, 47.—Reg. v. Mayor of Londen, Boaler, Ex 
parte, 9.B.D. W.'R, 159 5 

See also Friend eee’ See ene Local Govern- 
ment, 5; Metropolis, 5 ; way Company, 1 ; Weights and 

Measures. 

LANDLORD and TENANT— 

1. Bankruptcy of lessee—Nondisclaimer by trustee—Trustee’s 
claim for crops —Set-off of ren Act, 1870 (33 
& 34 Vict. o. 35).—VWilson, Be, Hastings, Ex parte, 0.3.D. 
62 L. J. Q. B, 628 

2. Contract—Agreement for lease—Demised to be 
used for a priest's residence—Injunction.—At v. Lande- 
downe, 1.1, [1893] A. C, 451; 62 L, J. P. C. 97 

3. Covenant—Repairs—Defect in foundation of house— 
Deletes Se ee ee ee & 
L, J. Q. B, 

4. Covenants to keep and deliver up premises in 
Breach of contract —Action by landlord againat tenant 
term of lease—Second action by en completion 
term —Measure of damages in second action—Mode of assess- 
ing.—* Henderson v. Thorn, B.D. 62 L. J, Q. B, 586; 69 L. T. 


4 
5. Covenant by lessee to rates, and 
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Nuisance—Lessor ordered by sanitary authority to abate nui- 
sance and to ir—Expenses of lessor—Liability of lessee— 
Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76).— 
*Smith v. Robinson, 9.B.D. 62 L. J. Q. B. 509; 69 L. T. 434 

6. Distress for rent—Getting over yard wall—Illegality.— 
Long v. Clarke, arr. 8. J. 55; W. R. 130; [1894] 1 Q. B. 119; 
69 L. T. 654 

7. Rent payable in advance if required—Notice of demand. 
—*LZondon and Westminster Loan Co. v. London and North- 
Western Railway Co. Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 320 

8. Restrictive covenant—Lease—‘ To keep premises as offices, 
and the storage of wine and spirits only”’—Place of business 
—Wine merchant.— Randell v. Block, cH.D. cHITTY, J. §, J. 141 

9. Weekly tenancy—Necessity for notice to determine—Lia- 
bility of landlord for injury caused by defective state of pre- 
mises.— Bowen v. Anderson, 9.B.D. §, J. 131 

See also Tithe, 3. 


LANDS CLAUSES ACT— 

1. Compensation—Notice to treat—Tenant’s interest for less 
than a year—Police magistrate—J urisdiction.—Reg. v. Kennedy, 
QB.D. 62 L. J. M. C. 168 

2. Practice—Charity—Proceeds of sale of land belonging to 
charity — Re-investment — Practice — Costs — Petition —Sum- 
mons—Lands Clauses Act (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), s. 80—R. S. C., 
1883, ord. 55, r. 2.—Attorney-General v. St. John’s Hospital, 
Bath, CH.D. NORTH, J. W.R, 172; [1893] 3 Ch. 151 

3. Practice—Money in court—Reinvestment in land—Costs 
—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)— 
General Order of 1882—Scale fee—Apportionment of costs— 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), s. 
80.— Bishopsgate Foundation, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J. §, J. 80; 
W. R. 199 


LAND TAX— 

Liability to assessment—Railway company—Tunnel—Here- 
ditament—Land Tax Act (38 Geo. 3, c. 5), s. 4.—Metropolitan 
Railway Co. v. Fowler, u.u. [1893] A. C. 416; 62 L. J. Q. B. 
553; 69 L. T. 390 


LEASE— 
See Executor, 1; Landlord and Tenant, 1—5, 8: Practice, 
24; Solicitor, 4. 


LIBEL— 
Injunction—Discretion of court—Privilege.—Champion v. 
Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Co., Q.B.D. §. J. 142 


LICENSING LAW— 
1, Application by new tenant for licence under section 14 of 
the Intoxicating Liquors Licensing Act, 1828 (9 Geo. 4, c. 61)— 
Notice—Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), ss. 40, 74.— 
Reg. v. Hughes, 0.3.D. W.R. 94; [1893] 2 Q. B. 530 
2. Daedkonss licensed on and before ist of May, 1869— 
Application for renewal by person not licensed in respect of that 
house—Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 27), ss. 
7, 19—Licensing Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), ss. 42, 53,.— 
Symons v. Wedmore, 2.B.D. §. J. 131 
3. Club—Proprietary club carried on by company—Person 
admitted ‘‘ honorary member ” pending inquiries—Subscription 
id— Person afterwards rejected as member — Supply of 
iquors by company to person while honorary member—Neces- 
re | for licence by company—Excise Acts (6 Geo. 4, c. 81, s. 26; 
4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 45, s. 17; 23 Vict. c. 27, s. 19).—Bowyer v. 
Percy Supper Club, a.3.p. W.R. 29; 69 L. T. 447 
4. Death of licence-holder—Minority of heir—Licensing 
Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 94), s. 3.—Rose v. Frogley, Q.B.D. 
62 L. J. M. C. 181; 69 L. T. 346 
5. New licence—Notice—Notice in time for adjourned 
annual meeting—Licensing Act, 1828, s. 1—Licensing 
Act, 1872, s. 40—Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869, s. 7.—* Reg. v. 
Pownall, 2.8.p. 62 L. J. M. C. 174 
6. Transfer of licence—New premises—Discretion of justices 
to refuse transfer—Licensing Act, 1528 (9 Geo. 4, c. 61), 8. 14 
—Wine and Beerhouse Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 27), ss. 8, 19. 
aed v. Jones, B.D. 8. J. 27; W. BR, 201; [1894] 1 Q. B. 


LIGHT— 

1, Crown lands—Prescription—User—Prescription Act, 1832 
(2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 71), ss. 2, 3.—*Wheaton v. Maple, arr. 
62 L. J. Ch. 963 

2. Prescription—Ancient lights—Right to obstruct light— 
ao. ae filum—Preacription Act (2 & 3 Will. 
4, c. 71), 8. 3.—Haynes v. King, on.p. Nontu, 3. W. R. 56; 
[1893] 3 Ch. 439; 63 L. J. Ch. 21 

also Injunction, 1. 





LIMITATIONS, STATUTE of— 


1. Father in possession as bailiff for son—Title to gavelkind 
lands—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27—37 & 38 Vict. c. 57.—Tinker v. 
Rodwell, CH.D. ROMER, J. 69 L. T. 591 

2. Fraud—Concealed fraud—Pleading—Striking out state- 
ment of claim—Continuous adverse possession—Statute of 
Limitations (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27), s. 26.—* Willis v. Earl Howe, 
App. 69 L. T. 358 

3. Mortgage—Interest, payment of—Agent, fraud of— 
Limitation Act (21 Jac. 1, c. 16—Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. 59), s. 8.—Thorne v. Heard, CH.D. ROMER, J. [1893] 3 
Ch. 530; 62 L. J. Ch. 1010 

See also Bailment, 1; Company, 21; Executor, 2; High- 

way, 2; Trustee, 1, 2. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 


1. Bye-law—New street—Width—Private roadway.—Gozzelt 
v. Maldon Sanitary Authority, Q.3.D. §. J. 185 

2. County council-—Jurisdiction—Order for transfer of part 
of parish to other parish—Power by order to amend local and 
personal Act—<Act partly general, partly local and personal— 
9 Anne, c. 22—10 Anne, c. 11, s. 4—Local Government Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 41), ss. 57, 59 (6).—Rey. v. London 
County Council, app. W. R. 1; [1893] 2 Q. B. 454; 63 L. J. 
Q. B. 4; 69 L. T. 440, 580 

3. Drainage—Default of—Inquiry by Local Government 
Board—Mandamus.—Reg. v. Staines Union, Q.B.D. 62 L. J. 
Q. B. 540; 69 L. T. 714 

4. Fire brigade under local board—Control of premises 
during a fire—Authority to exclude volunteers—Towns Police 
Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 89), s. 32—Public Health 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 171.—*Carter v. Thomas, 
Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 436 

5. Justices—Rating—Lighting and Watching Act, 1833 (3 & 
4 Will. 4, c. 90)—Recovery of lighting rate—Issue of distress 
warrant—Adoption of the Act—Evidence.— Rey. v. Reynolds, 
Q.B.D. W.R. 32; 69 L. T. 321 

6. Meat—Unsound meat—Exposure for sale—Guilty know- 
ledge—Public Health Act, 1875, s. 117.—Blaker v. Tillstone, 
Q.B.D. §. J. 185 

7. Nuisance — Urinal— Proper and convenient situation— 
Discretion of local authority—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vict. c. 55), s. 39.—Pethick v. Plymouth (Mayor), 9.B.D. 8. J. 
199 

8. Power to make orders for removal of signs—Right of 
owner of sign to be heard in opposition—6 Will. 4, c. xxv., 8. 
82.—* Attorney-General v. Hooper, CH.D. STIRLING, J. [1893] 
3 Ch. 483; 63 L. J. Ch. 18; 69 L. T. 340 

9. Street—Building—Urban district — Prescribed. building 
line—Building “taken down”’—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vict. c. 55), s. 155.—Attorney-General v. Hatch, app. 62 
L. J. Ch. 857; 69 L. T. 469 

10. Street—Paving expenses — Apportionment — Dispute — 
Arbitration—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), 8s. 
150, 257.— Folkestone (Mayor) v. Brooks, arp. 62 L. J. Ch. 863; 
69 L. T. 403 

11. Water supply—Street—Private road—Local authority 
having control of the streets generally — Power of local 
authority to break up private road without owner’s consent— 
Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), ss. 4, 16, 54, 57, 
308—Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 17), ss. 
28-34.—Hill v. Wallasey Local Board, arr. §. J. 56; W. R. 81; 
63 L. J. Ch. 1; 69 L. T. 641 


LOTTERY— 


Gaming—Wager—Illegal contract—Stakeholder—‘‘ Missing 
word” competition—Right of competitors to return of their 
contributions—42 Geo. 3, c. 119.—Barclay v. Pearson, OH.D. 
STIRLING, J. W.R. 74 


LUNACY— 


1. Judgment creditor of lunatic—Charging orders on fund 
in court—Protection of fund—Maintenance of lunatic—1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110—Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5), 8. 116.—* Plen- 
derleith, Re, LUN. [1893] 3 Ch. 3382; 62 L. J. Ch. 993; 69 
L, T. 025 

2. Person of unsound not so found—Person appointed to 
exercise powers of committee of tenant for oh jee Act, 
1890 (53 Vict. c. 5), #8. 116, 120, 128—Settled Land Act (45 
& 46 Vict. c. 38), 88. 53, 62.—Baggs, Re, tun. §. J. 127 

See also Poor Law, 7, 8; Trustee, 6. 


MANDAMUS— 


See Local Government, 3; Railway Company, 3. 


MARRIED WOMAN— 


1. Equitable execution—Appointment of receiver—Marriage 
settlement—Life interests of wife and husband in use of furni- 
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er udgment creditor of husband and wife—Power to 
appoint receiver of interests of husband and wife.—* Whitaker 
y. Cohen, 2.B.D. 69 L. T. 451 

2. Husband and wife—Ante-nuptial agreement to settle 
wife’s property—Reversionary interest in — not within 
Malins’ Act—Settlement executed by husband alone—Election 
by wife to confirm settlement.—Greenhill v. North British 
and Mercantile Insurance Co., CH.D. STIRLING, J. W.R. 91; 
[1893] 3 Ch. 474; 62 L. J. Ch. 918; 69 L. T. 526 

3. Practice — Interlocutory injunction — Undertaking in 
damages.—Pike v. Cave, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. 62L. J. Ch. 937 

4, Reversionary personalt —‘* Entitled under instrument 
made after 3lst of December, 1857’—Will made - before, 
codicil made after that date—Malins’ Act (20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 57), 8. 1.—Elcom, Re, Layburn v. Groves Wright, CH.D. 
cHrTy, J. §, J. 58; app. §, J. 127 

See also Divorce, 18; Trustee, 9. 


MASTER and SERVANT— 

1. Contract for service—Breach—Miner wrongfully absenting 
himself from service—Refusal to go down mine with non- 
unionists—Preconcerted action—Damages.—Press v. Bowes and 
Partners, arp. §, J. 56 

2. rg & ee employment.—Cameron v. Nystrom, 
po. 62L.3.P.C.8 

3. Negligence —Imployment of servant by third 
Non- liability cf master.—* Donovan v. Laing, APP. 63 L. "Q. B. 

25 

*4. Workman, definition of—Domestic or menial servant— 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 42), s. 8— 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict, c. 90), 
8. 10.—Peurce v. Lansdowne, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 316 

See also Hackney Carriage, 2; Railway Company, 4 


MEAT— 
See Local Government, 6. 


METROPOLIS— 

1. Building—House at corner of two streets, a new and an 
old street—‘ External wall, or xront wall of building ”— 
Metropolis Management Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), s. 85. 

—*London County Council v. Lawrence, QBD. 62L.J.M. C. 
176; 69 L. T. 344° 

2. Buildings—New building—Commencement of—Notice to 
surveyor—Building used for purpose of a canal—Exemption— 
Metropolitan Building Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. o. 122), 
ss. 6, 38.—*Coole v. Lovegrove, Q.B.D. 62L. J. M. C. 153 

3. Hanging out articles as samples in front of shop—Pro- 
jections and obstructions—Articles not projecting over public 
footway or carriage way, but over area o house—Liabilit for— 
Michael Angelo Taylor’s Act (57 Geo. 3, c. xxix.), s. 65—Metro- 
polis Local Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), s 
119.— Wyatt v. Gems, 0.B.D. W.R, 28; 62 L. J. Q. B. 138 ; 
69 L. T. 456 

4. Paving — Footway — Expenses — Liability — Metropolis 
Management Act, 1862, Amendment Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
c. 54), 8. 1.—Paddington Vestry v. North Metropolitan Railway 
and Canal Co., Q.B.D. §, J. 143 

5. Repair of carriage road—‘‘ Necessary works of repair ’’— 
Jurisdiction of magistrate to determine necessity— Metropolis 
Management (Amendment) Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 66), 
8. 3.—Stroud v. Wandsworth Board of Works, a.B.D. §, J. 43; 
[1894] 1 Q. B. 64; 63 L. J. M. C. 6 

6. Valuation — Valuation list — Appeal against — Appeal 
against totals —Time — Jurisdiction— Valuation (Metropolis) 
Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 67), ss. 32, 34, 42, sub-section 13.— 
*Reg. v. London Justices, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 438; app. [1893] 2 
Q. B. 476; 69 L. T. 682 

See also Burial Ground, 1, 2. 
MORTGAGE— 

1. Foreclosure—Practice—Mortgagor in possession—A ppoint- 
ment of receiver—Attorument by mortgagor as tenant—Date 
of commencement of occupation rent.—Burchnall, Re, Walker 
v. Lacey, CH.D. STIRLING, J. §, J. 59 

2, Foreclosure—Practice—Puisne incumbrancer—Successive 
periods for redemption—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 41, r. 3.—Mar- 
tineau v. Yorke, cH.D. cuIrry, J. §, J, 42 

3. Foreclosure—Practice—Receiver—Form of judgment— 
Goaning foreclosure.—Christy v. Godwin, CH.D, CHITTY, J. §, J. 


4. Priorities-- Charge of annuity — Receivership deed — 
Notice. — Cradock + v. Scottish Provident Institution, . cn.v. 
ROMER, J. 68 L. J. Ch. 15; 69 L. T. 380 

5. Redemption— -Principal and agent—Title deeds—Mort- 
gogo by deposit of title deeds—Agent entrusted with title 
eeds with authority to pledge them— Agent exceeding 











authority — Principal’s t to redemption. — Brocklesby v. 
—— Permanent Building Society, arp. W. R. 68; [1893] 
3 130 
See also Executor, 1; Infant, 2; Limitations, Statute of, 
3; Trustee, 1, 4, 5. 


MORTMAIN— 
See Charity, 2, 3. 


NEW SOUTH WALES, LAW of— 

1. Rating — Exemp' tion — Corporation — Municipalities Act, 
1867, s. 163.—Randwick (Borough) v. Australian Cities Invest- 
ment Corporation, P.c. 62 L. J. P. C. 116 

2. Real Property Acts—Onus probandi.—Solling v. Broughton, 
H.L. [1893] A. C. 556 


NEW ZEALAND, LAW of— 


Foreign judgment—Power to enforce.—Ashbury v. Ellis, P.c. 
62 L. "TP P. C. 107 
NUISANCE— 
Tramway mene wers—Authority to erect 
‘‘works and conveniences — ‘Rapier v. London 


Tramways Co., APP. 63 L. J. Ch. 36; 69 L. T. 361 
See also Highway, 3; Landlord and Tenant, 5; Local 
Government, 7 ; Practice, 32; Thames Conservancy. 


P 
Petition to by subject—Right to compel representative to 
present—Right "a action for refusal— m frivolous and 
vexatious—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 25, r. 4.—Chaffers v. Goldsmid, 
a.nd. §.J. 11 
See also Election Law, 1-4. 


PARLIAMENTARY ee 


1. Tramway—Application for repayment of erence “Notice pul 
dence of shenieanend “ Conclusive’ otice 


lished by the Board of Trade—Tramways Act, 1870 (33 

Vict. c. 78)—Parliamentary Deposits and Bonds Act, 1892 (55 
& 56 Vict. c. 27), 8. 1.—Dudley and yay Tramways, 
” CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J. be 126 ; T. 711 ‘a 

2. Tramways company— ndertaking abandoned—Deposi 

Repa ent—Creditors—Parliamentary Act, 1892 (55 
& 56 Vict. c. 27), s. 1.—*Bradford and District Tramways Co., 
Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J. [1893] 3 Ch. 463 


PARTITION— 
Purchase byjbeneficiaries—Shares under will set off against 
penne —Interest.—Dracup, Re, Field v..;Dracup, CH.D. 
ma , 8. J 08; en 1 Ch. 59 


eaneneemee 
meses eM A ss = “Aibitention Aet, 1888 
tay pi of premium—Arbitration 889 
(52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), s. 4—Partnership Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. 
c. 39), s. 40.—Belfield v. Bourne, CH.D. STIRLING, J. §. J. 81; 


partner—Share of poten Ses dying to be deter- 
mined b last Pmt yearly accoun of 
partnership year, but before account com Seek Hoate v. 
Dowling, arr. W. R. 107; nag B 3 Ch. 21 


3. Fiduci relation—- — money—At- 
tachment—Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & bg c. 62), 5. 4 s. 4 (3).— 
Piddocke v. Burt, cH.D. cuITTY, J. §, J. 1 

4. Novation—Bankers—De: ti note Renewal —Lisbility of 
deceased partner’s estate.—Head v. Head, CH.D. CHITTY, J. 
W. R. 55; [1893] 3 Ch. 426; 63 L. J. Ch. 35 

See also ptcy, 1, ll; Inland Revenue, 4; Practice, 

14, 35. 


- - Proprietorshi; t Paten‘ 

1. Licence — ip — Registration — ts Act, 
1883, s. 23.—Fletcher’s Patent, Re, cH.D. NORTH, 3. 62 L. J. Ch. 
938 

2. Particulars of objections—Patents Act, 1883, s. 29, sub- 
section 3.—Heathfield v. Greenway, CH.D. NORTH, J. §. J. 59 

3. Practice—Action for infringement—No evidence by plain- 


tiffs—Action dismissed with costs— a of 
objection—Certificate of Taxation of 

Patents, , and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Visto. 
57), s. 29, su 6.—Mandleberg v. Morley, OH.D. STIR 
LING, Pred 8. J. 2 = . 

4, tice — Threats nierim unction — Damages - 
Under —Form of ar Longa Wilson, CH.D. KRKE- 
WICH, J. . R. 57; 62 L. J. Ch. 984 

See also "Trade-Mark, 1—5. 
PEW— 


See Ecclesiastical Law, 1. 
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cy— R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 25, r.2; ord. 31, r. 20.—Lever v. Land 








Sale of poison by unqualified person—Mixture containing 
infinitesimal quantity of scheduled poison—Pharmacy Act, 
1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 121), ss. 1, 2, 15.—-Pharmaceutical Society 
v. Delve, B.D. §, J, 11; W.R. 192; [1894] 1 Q. B. 71 


POOR LAW— 


1. Rating—Assessment—Rateable value — Cotton mills— 
Ovcupation—Deduction in respect of temporary stoppage— 
Strike—Annual value—Hypothetical tenant—6 & 7 Will. 4, ec. 
96—25 & 26 Vict. c. 103.—Hoyle v. Oldham Union, Q.B.D. §. J. 
186 : 

2. Rating — Easement — Rateability. — Halkyn District 
Mines Drainage Co. v. Holywell Union, a.B.D. 69 L. T. 705 

3. Rating—Gas mains and pipes—Occupation—Exclusive 
use—Easement.—Southport Corporation v. Ormskirk: Assessment 
Committee, arr. W.R. 153; [1893] 2 Q. B. 468 

4. Rating—Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869 
$2 & 33 Vict. c. 41), ss. 1, 2—Order of Local Government 

rd, June 14, 1875—Premises let for period not exceeding 
three months—Sufficiency of verbal demand for rate in respect 
of second quarter.— Walton-on-the- Hill Overseers v. Jones, Q.B.D. 
W. R. 32; 69 L. T. 319 

5. Rating—Rating hereditament—Ancient river formed into 
a canal with new cuts, channels, locks, &c.—Towing-path— 
Exclusive possession.— Manchester, Sheffield, &c., Railway Co. v. 
Doncaster Union, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 350 . 

6. Rating—Se works—Beneficial occupation—Annual 
value—Hypothetical tenant--6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 96, s. 1—Valua- 
tion (Metfopolis) Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 67), s. 4.—London 
County Council v. Erith Churchwardens, H.L. [1893] A. C. 562 

7. Settlement—Pauper lunatic—Over sixteen living with her 
father—Adjudication as to settlement—Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 
Vict. c. 5), ss. 288-90, 294.—*Hendon Union v. Hampstead 
Guardians, Q.B.D. 62 L. J. M. C. 170 

8. Settlement—Pauper lunatic-—Soldier—Lunacy Act, 1890 
(53 & 54 Vict. c. 5), ss. 286, 290—Army Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. 
c. 58), ss. 91, 163.—Chertsey Union v. Surrey Clerk of Peace, 
Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 384 

See also Highway, 1; Justices, 3, 4. 


POWER of APPOINTMENT— 





Securities Co., app. §. J. 38; W. RB, 104 

11. Discovery—Inspection of documents referred to in the 
pleadings—Copies—Jurisdiction to allow the other side to take 
photographs—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 31, r. 15.—Lewis v. Londese 
borough, V.B.D. 69 L. T. 353 

12. Evidence—Commission to take evidence abroad—Special 
examiner—Defendants, application by—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 37, 
r. 5.—Ross v. Woodford, cu.D. curTTy, J. 8, J. 42; W. R. 188; 
[1894] 1 Ch. 38 

13. House of Lords—Concurrent findings of fact in courts 
below.— McIntyre v. McGavin, H.L. 69 L, T. 389 

14. Judgment—Action against firm—Infant partner—Ord, 
14, r. 1; ord. 48a, rr. 1, 8.—Harris v. Beauchamp Brothers, APP, 
W. R. 37; [1893] 2 Q. B. 534; 69 L. T. 373 

15. Judgment subject to assessment of damages—Subsequent 
tender by way of defence—Power to alter judgment as to costs. 
—Recepta, The, app. W.R. 73 

16. Mayor’s Court—Appeal—Security for costs—Mayor’s 
Court of London Procedure Act, 1857, ss. 8-10—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 59.—Morgan v. Bowles, a.3B.D. §. J. 48 

17. Mayor’s Court —Prohibition—Costs—Taxation—lIrregu- 
larity—Mayor’s Court Rules, 1890, as to Costs, rr. 1, 13.—eg. 
v. London (Mayor), Stock, Ex parte, Q.B.D. 62 L. J. Q. B. 589; 
69 L. T. 721 

18. Notice of motion—Special leave—Judge hearing wit- 
ness actions—Motions taken by another judge.—Smith v, 
Trickell, CH.D. NoRTH, J. §, J. 113 , 

19. Originating summons—Matters arising out of trust, bu 
not pie marie | by the trust deed— Writ—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 
55, r. 3.—Bowes, Re, Cradock v. Witham, CH.D. NORTH, J. §., J, 
81 

20. Parties—Death of one of the defendants—Action remitted 
to the county court—Application by administrator of deceased 
defendant to compel plaintiff to proceed—Jurisdiction—County 
Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43, s. 65.—R. S. C., 1883, 
ord. 17, r. 8.—*Duke v. Davis, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 342; app. 62 
L. J. Q. B. 549; 69 L. T. 490 

21. Parties—Deceased person-—-No legal personal represen- 
tative—Proceeding in absence—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 46.— 
*Richerson, Re, Scales v. Heyhoe, OH.D. CHITTY, J. [1893] 3 Ch. 
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1. Exercise of power by will—Death of appointee of freehold 146; 69 L. T. 590 : p PR: 
before testatrix—General devise and bequest of all her estate 22. Parties—Joinder of defendants—Suing representative 
and effects—Intention—Co-heirs of appointor entitled —Coxon defendants—Power to join defendants against their will—Trade 
v. Rowland, CH.D. STIRLING, J. §, J, 98 union—Beneficial proprietary right—R. 8. ©., 1883, ord, 16, r. PR] 

2. Intervention of trustee—Transfer of fand.—Tyssen, Re, 9.—* Wood v. McCarthy, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 431 ‘ 

Knight-Bruce v. Butterworth, cH.D. NoRTH, J. §, J. 58; W. R. 23. Parties—Joinder of plaintiffs—Breaches of different con- C 
172; [1894] 1 Ch. 56; 69 L. T. 689 tracts made with different plaintiffs—Action by shippers upon 8 
similar bills of lading—Ord. 16, r. 1; ord. 18, rr. 1, 8; ord. ; 

PRACTICE— 71, r. 2.—Hannay v. Smurthwaite, app. W. RB, 133; [1893] 

1. Appeal—Appeal to Privy Council.—Milson v. Carter, P.c. 2 Q. B. 412; 69 L. T. 677 0 
[1893] A. C. 638; 62 L. J. P. C. 126 24. Parties—Joinder of plaintiffs—Lessor and lessee—Death rT 

2. Appeal to Privy Council—Special leave—Value of plain- of lessor—Tenants in common of reversion—Trespass—Breach Ir 
tiffs nght to appeal from dismissal of action. —-Mohiden of covenant—Ord. 16, r. 11.—Roberts v. Holland, Q.B.D. 62 Ir 
Hadjar v. Pitchey, P.c. 62L.J3. P. C. 96 L. J. Q. B. 621 

3. Costsa—Payment of money out of court—Jurisdiction— 25. Parties—Judgment—Deceased plaintiff—Interest due to 66 
Subject to the express provisions of any statute—Judicature defendant under a will—Application by executors of plaintiff for 
Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 44), s. 5—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 1. a receiver and injunction—No application by executors for order 
—Fisher, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J. §, J. 58; [1894] 1 Ch. 53; 63 to continue pr i in their names —R. S. C., 1883, ord. 17, 7 
L. J. Ch. 71; app. 8. J. 199 r. 4; ord. 42, rr. 8, 23.—Norburn v. Norburn, a.3.p. §, J, 11; 

4. Coste—Security—Counter-claim—Defendant residing out W. R. 127 f 
of jurisdiction—Counter-claim arising out of same matter or 26. Parties—Slander—Slanders of and concerning different ~ 
claim.—* Neck v. Taylor, arp. 621. J. Q. B. 514 persons —Plaintiffs wrongly joined—Ord. 16, r. 2.—Sandes v. : 

5. Costse—Security for costs—Motion by plaintiff for new Wildsmith, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 387 
trial—Plaintiff a foreigner resident abroad.—* Bentsen v. Taylor, 27. Pleadings — Amendment — Writ — Service— Marking— s 
(No. 2), arp. 62L. J. Q. B. 516; 69 L. T. 333 R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 28, rr. 9, 10.—Hanmer v. Clifton, Q.B.D. 

6. Coste—Taxation—Solicitor—Agency charges—Firms of s. J. 10 PRI 
solicitors having common members—R. 8. C., 1883, Appen- 28. Pleadings — Embarrassing — Injunction — Liquidated 
dix N., Costs, rule 119.—Borough Commercial and Building damages—Option—Delay.—Gent v. Harrison, CH.D, KEKE- T 
—_ * arr. W. RB. 161 wicH, J. 69 L. T. 307 

cA ter-claim—Bankruptcy of defendant—Power to remit 29. Set-off and counter-claim—Debt incurred as receiver— PR 
counter-claim to county court for trial—County Courts Act, Personal liability—Counter-claim for money paid as executor. 

1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), s. 66—Action—Definition of —Judi- —Nelson v. Roberts, Q.3.D. 69 L. T. 352 th 
cature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), s. 100.—Delobbel-Flipo v. 30. Trial—Arbitration—Reference—Referee— Jurisdiction— 
Varty,a.B.D. W.R. 48 Arbitration Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), es. 14, 15 (1).— A 

8. Discovery—Affidavit of documents—Privilege—Docu- *Macalpine v. Calder, app. 621L. J. Q. B. 607 
ments relating solely “ to the title or to the case” of the party 31. frial-—Further consideration— Report of official referee— in 
claiming privilege—Ord. 31, rr. 12, 13, 14—* Budden v. Wilkin- No motion to vary—Evidence on which report was based— ™ 
son, APP. [1893] 2 Q. B. 432; 63 L. J. Q. B. 32; 69 L. T. 427 R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 36, r. 54.—VFitton’s Estate, Re, Hardy v. Je 
_ 9. Discovery — Injunction —Damages—Inquiry — Statement Fitton, CH.D. STIRLING, J. §, J. 129 
in of of claims for damages by plaintiff.—Mazim- $2. Trial—Injunction—Inquiry as to damages—Nuisance— B 
Nordenfelt Guns, &c., Co, v. Nordenfelt, avr. W. RB. 38; [1893] Pollution of stream—Continuing cause of action—Dama 
3 Ch. 122; 69 L. T. 471 — assessed down to date of chief clerk’s certificate—R. 8. C., 1883, in 

10. Discovery—Inspection—Postponement of inspection— ord. 36, r. 58.—Hole v. Chard Union, ary. §, J, 113 Or 
Question of law to be determinel—Amendment of pleadings— 33. Trial—Jury—R, 8, C,, 1883, ord, 36, rr. 4, 6, 7.—Baring - 
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Brothers v. North - Western of Uruguay Railway Co., 
[1895] 2 Q. B. 406 
34. Trial—Local venue created by statute—Abolition of local 

venue—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 36, r. 1—Judicature Act, 1875 (38 
& 39 Vict. c. 77), s. 33—Statute Law Revision and Civil Pro- 
cedure Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 49), s. 6.—Buckley v. Hull 
Docks, U.B.D. 69 L. T. 347 

35. Writ—Service—Action against firm—Partners not per- 
manently residing in England—‘“ Carrying on business within 
the jurisdiction”—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 48a, r. 1.—Worcester 
Banking Co. v. Firbank, 0.B.D. §, J. 202 

36. Writ—Service—Defendant a a resident abroad— 
Business carried on within the jurisdiction by the defendant in 
a name or style other than his own—Jurisdiction of English 
court—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 48a, r. 2.—*St. Gobain, &c., Co. v. 
Hoyerman’s ‘Agency Co., APP. 69 L. T. 329 

37. Writ—Service out of the jurisdiction—Contract to be 
performed within the jurisdiction—Place of payment—R. 8. b 
sees, 5 11, r. 1 (e).—Thompson v. Palmer, arp. W. R. 22; 
69 

38. Writ—Service out of jurisdiction— Foreigner resident 
abroad—“ Proper party ’—Ord. 11, r. 1 (g).—/irth & Sons v. 
De las Rivas, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 383; APP. 8 J. 24; W. R. 100; 
69 L. T. 666 

39. Writ—Service out of the jurisdiction—Notice of motion 
—Part of contract only to be performed within the jurisdiction 
—Limitation of relief—Ord. 11, r. 1 (e), (g); ord. 52, r. 9. 

—* Manitoba Land Corporation v. ‘Allan, CH.D. NORTH, J. 11893] 
3 Ch. 432; 69 L. T. 558 

40. Writ—Service out of the jurisdiction—Shipping—Foreign 
= x" Salvage — Lien — Ord. 11, r. 1 (e).—Hider, The, APP. 

622 

af Writ—Specially-indorsed writ—Affidavit “‘ verifying the 
cause of action’’—Form of affidavit—R. 8S. C., 1883, ord. 14, 
r. 1.—May v. Chidley, a.3.D. §. J. 82 

See also ee Arbitration, 2; Bankruptcy, 3, 4, 

13; Company, 6, 7, 25 : County Court, .. %, ae ection 

Law, 1; ant, 1; Injunction, 1, 2; International Law, 1 

2; Lands Clauses "Act, 2, 3; Limitations, Statutes of, 2: 

Married Women, 3; Mortgage, 1-3; Parliament ; Patent, 3, 

4; Settled Land, 9; Shipping, 14; Tramway; Trustee, 6. 


PRESCRIPTION— 
See Light, 1, 2. 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT— 

1. Auctioneer—Authority to receive payment by cheque— 
Cheque dishonoured — Damages.— Papé v. Westacott, APP. 
8. J. 39; W. R, 131 

2. Contract — Stock Exchange — Stockbroker — Default in 
sending contract note — Right to commission — Penalty— 
Illegality—Contract between broker and client—Stamp Act, 
1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 97), s. 69, sub-section 3—Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1878 (41 Vict. c. 15), s. 26—Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1888 (51 Vict. c. 8), s. 17, sub-section 1. 
—Learoyd v. Bracken, arp. W.R. 196; [1894] 1 Q, B. 114; 
69 Ng T. 668 

. Contract with agent for undisclosed principal—Set-off 
ain rincipal of debt due from agent.—Montagu v. Forwood, 
app, W. R. 124; [1893] 2 Q. B, 350; 69 L. T. 371 
4, Foreign principal—Sale through ‘London agent—Liability 
- —— ——- dee English purchaser—Contract.— Malcolm 
le, APP. L. J. Q. B. 1 
a, Sat ag ate P io at —Ennis, Re, Coles v. Peyton, 
[1893] 3 Ch. 238; 62 L. J. Oh. 991 
"ee also Factor, 3; ’ Mortgage, 5. 


PRINCIPAL and SURETY— 
Guarantee—Covenant not to sue—Release of principal.— 
Tasmania Commercial Bank v. Jones, P.c. 621. J. x C. 104 


PROBATE— 

1, Administration bond—Foreign surety.—De Beaufort, In 
the Goods of, P.D. & A.D. 62L. I. P. & D. 101 

2. Administration with will annexed—Bond—No sureties.— 
Allen, In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D. 62L. J. P. & D. 111 

3. Practice—Will of foreign subject resident abroad—Nodebts 
in this country—Foreign sureties to administration bond—Ad- 
ministration with will annexed—Probate Rules of 1893.—De 
Jay, In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D, 69 L. T. 420 

4. Will—Compromise—Charity—Attorney-General cited.— 
ere v. Minor, P.D. & AD. 62L. J. P. & D. 104 

il—Engrossment from —S draft—Clerical error 

in pete read over, but mistake not eae i 
Order to strike out figures—Grant of probate with blank 
—H ‘alkeley, In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D, 69 L. T. 419 





6. Will—“ Instructions ” after date of will to trustess—Sab- 
sequent codicil.—Durham v. Northern, P.D. & A.D. 69 L. T. 691 
) f Will—Revocation— Words indorsed on first codicil—Blank 


piece of 2 over such indorsement—Removal of 
paper.— Gilbert, he Goods of, PD. &av. 624. J.P. &D. 
lll 


8, Will- Revocation—Two partl oe ges oe 
ednullon of later will—No Bich of that ‘of earlier 
which was inconsistent with later will 
earlier will—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), ss. 20, 22.—* wend 
In the Goods of, app. 621. J. P. & D. 116; 69 L. T. 


9. Will—Torn bgt notice to interested Mt 
intestacy—Absence of such person England— 
granted ¥o executrix u security. — In the Goods 


giving secu 
of, B.D. & a.p. [1893] P. 282; 69 L. T. 4 
. Will—Two documents—One not ‘duly 2 pe HR ne 

of ‘daly executed document with instructions to executor to 
administer according to trusts of unexecuted document.— 
Marchant, In the Goods of, P.D. & A.D. 62 L. J.P. & D. 114 

11. Will—Words after Wills Act (1 Vict. o. 26 
s. 9.—Anstee, In the Goods of, B.D. & a.D. W. BR. 16; [1893] 
283 

See also Compromise. 


a co gare 
B society—Winding up—Order of of reference--Order 
of jg charg order made by himeself.—London Scottish 
Permanent Benefit Building Society, Re, a.3.D. 8, J. 43 
See also County Court, 4, 5, 7. 


PROXY— 
See Company, 26 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACT, 1875— 
See Highway, 3; Landlord and Tenant, 5; Local Govern- 
ment, 4, 5, 7, 9—11. 
QU0 WARRANTO— 
See Injunction, 2. 
RAILWAY COMPANY— 
1, Level crossing—General way—Power of justices to 
order handrails, fences, &c.—Railways Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Mi ls Macias 47, 61, 62.—Reg. v. Scho- 


field, QB.D. 69 L. T. 3 
2. Lug ‘above £10 in value—Theft of, by ser- 
vant of company—Liability of com Act, 830— 
Railway, &c., Traffic Act, 1854.—Shaw v. Great Western 
rg Co., Q.B.D. $3. 14 
‘andamus—Owner working minerals under line of rail- 
“ae coming down in consequence—Right of mineral 
owners to mandamus.—* Reg. * “— Western Railway Co., 
Ruabon Brick and Terra Cotta Co., Ex parte, 0.B.D. 69 L, T. 
443; app. 62 L. J. Q. B, 572; 69 L. T. 572 
4. Passenger—Assault—Forcible removal—Master and ser- 
ar v. Great Northern Railway Co., B.D. 62 L. J. 
Q. B, 524 
5. Special Act—Statutory duty towards another company— 
Right of public to enforce such duty.—Taf Vale Railway Co. v. 
Davie, a¥P. [1894] 1 Q. B. 43 
6. Stock and tures issued at a discount—Companies 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 16)—Companies 
Clauses Acts, 1863, s. 21, and 1869, s. eee ae ae 
Act, 1867, s. 27.—Webb v. Shropshire Railway Co., APP. 
[1808] $ Ch. 307; 69 L. T. 533 
See also Inland Revenue, 3; Land Tax. 


RES JUDICATA— 

Question of title—Jurisdiction of magistrate—Criminal 
charge—Trinidad, Law of—Ordinance No. 11 of 1891.— 
Attorney- — Cotte P.c, [1893] A. 0.618; 
63 L. J. P. ©. 6; 69 L. T. 505 

See also Arbitration, 1; Divorce, 8; Executor, 2; 

Justices, 2. 


See Inland Revenue. 
RIVER— 
Pollution— Riparian owner—Pum Sia from — into 
river — Inj — —Young v. Co, HL 
[1893] A. 


SCOTLAND, uw of— 
1, Heri Real or personal estate—Titles to Land Con- 
solidation Act, 1868, s. 19.—Cowie v. Muirden, u.t. [1898] 


A. 0. 674 
2. Marriage settlement—Provision to issue of children.— 
Macdonald v. HLL. [1893] A. ©. 642 
See also A 3. 
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1. Marriage settlement—Construction—Gift of income of 
trust funds during life of wife, and afterwards during life or 
until bankruptcy, &c., of husband—Gift over to children “after 
the decease of the survivor.” —Akeroyd, Re, Roberts v. Akeroyd, 
app. [1893] 3 Ch. 363; 63 L. J. Ch. 32; 69 L. T. 474 

2. iage settlement—Wife’s property—Ultimate trust for 
next of kin—Die “without having been married ’’—Children 
4 excluded.—Stoddart v. Savile (No. 2), cu.D. cHITTY, J. 8. J. 

9 

3. Real estate—Conversion—Money to be invested’ in land— 
Devise of residuary real and personal estate—No specific dis- 
position of interim investment—Lord Cranworth’s Act, ss. 4, 7. 
—*Cleveland Settled Estates, Re, arp. [1893] 3 Ch. 244; 
62 L. J. Ch. 955 

See also Bankruptcy, 16, 17; Infant, 2, 3; Joint Tenancy. 


SETTLED LAND— 


1. Improvements—Application of capital money—Sanction 
of court—Matters of amenity or luxury—Settled Land Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 21, 25, 26, 53—Settled Land Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69), s. 13, sub-sections 2, 4.—*Gerard’s 
f Estates, Re, arp. [1893] 3 Ch. 252; 63 L. J. Ch. 23; 
69 L. T. 393 

2. Improvements—Capital moneys—Additions to or altera- 
tions in buildings—Heating apparatus—New entrance—New 
roof—Settled Land Act, 1890, s. 13 (ii.) (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69).— 
Gaskell’s Settled Estates, Re, cH.D. cHITTY, J. §, J. 200 

3. 25 eg — Capital moneys — Prospective order— 
Settled d Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 26, sub-section 2 
(iii.).—* Millard’s Settled Estates, Re, app. [1893] 3 Ch. 116 

4. Improvements—Capital moneys in hand—Future capital 
moneys — Rent-charges — Prospective order — Discretion — 
Settled Land Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69), s. 15.—Bristol’s 

Settled Estates, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. W. R. 46; 
(908 3 Ch. 161; 62 L. J. Ch. 901; 69 L. T. 304 

5. Improvements—Rebuilding of mansion-house by tenant 
for life—Additions to mansion-house—Annual rental of settled 
estate—Settled Land Act, 1890, s. 13, sub-section 4.— Walker's 
Settled Estate, CH.D. NORTH, J. §. J. 80 

6. Settled estate—Sale of portion—Application of proceeds 
in extinguishment of incumbrances on other portion—Failure 
of contingent remainders— Whether one or two settled estates 
—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 2, 21, 22 (5). 
—Freme, Re, Freme v. Logan, arp. W.R. 119; [1894] 1Ch.1; 
69 L. T. 613 

7. Tenant for life—Leasing power, bond fide exercise of — 
Easement over lands enjoyed with principal mansion-house— 
12 & 13 Vict. c. 26—Settled Land Act, 1882, ss. 53, 54—Settled 
Land Act, 1890, s. 10.—Sutherland (Duchess of) v. Sutherland 
(Duke of), CH.D. ROMER, J. W. R, 12; [1893] 3 Ch. 169; 
62 L. J. Ch. 946 

8. Trust for sale—Powers of management—Equitable tenant 
for life—Possession—General leave to exercise powers of tenant 
for life—Coste—Parties—Incumbrancer—Settled Land Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 63—Settled Land Act, 1884 (47 & 
48 Vict. c. 18), s. 7 (ii.).—Bagot’s Settlement, Re, Bagot v. Kittoe, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J. 8. J. 80; W. R. 170 

9. Vendor and purchaser—Sale by tenant for life—Consent 
of assignee for value—Summons for rescission of contract— 
Service of summons—Practice—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 & 
46 Vict. c. 38), s. 31, sub-section 3; s. 46, sub-section 5; s. 50, 
sub-sections 1, 3—Settled Land Act Rules, 1882, r. 4—Settled 
Land Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69), 8. 4.—Ailesbury Settled 
Estates, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J. W.R. 45; 62 L. J. Ch. 1012; 
69 L. T. 493 

10. Will—Power of sale and conversion—Direction as -to 
time of exercise of power—Minerals under settled land—Ex- 
press. declaration—Settled Estates Act, 1877, s. 38.—Peale’s 
Setiled Estates, Ne, CH.D. NORTH, J. W. R. 125; [1893] 3 Ch. 430 

See also Lunacy, 2. 


1. Interpleader—County court—Transfer of proceedings to 
court—Order on claimant to pay on ot on to 
iff—Sum to abide order of county court judge—No order 
a8 a made by county court judge—Right of sheriff to 
hold ey—Action inst sheriff—R. 8. C., 1883, App. 
K., No. 4a.—Diseount Banking Co. of England v. Satatds, 
arr. W.R. #; [1893] 2Q B. 329; 63 L. J. Q. B. 21 
2. Bale—Execution for more than £20—Hankruptcy Act, 
1883, s..145.—Crawshaw v. Harrison, aB.p. [1894] 1 Q, B. 79 


e— 
1. Bill of ee clause—Printed words—Liberty 
re ge of,— Glynn v. Margdon, uv. (1893) 





2. Charter-party—Advanced freight—One-third freight to 
be paid on signing bills of lading—Loss of ship—Right to 
advanced freight. — Oriental Steamship Co. v. Tylor, App. 
W. R. 89; [1893] 2 Q. B. 518; 69 L. T. 577 

3. Charter-party —Breach—Condition precedent or warranty 
—Waiver.—Bentsen v. Taylor, app. W,R.8; 63 L. J. Q. B, 
15; 69 L. T. 487 

4. Charter-party—Demurrage—Restraints of princes—Cus- 
tomary mode of loading.—Smith and Service v. Rosario Nitrate 
Co., @.B.D. [1893] 2 Q. B. 323 

5. ca ly ge | — Demurrage — “‘ Strikes of workmen’’— 
Construction of charter-party.—Bulman v, Fenwick, app. 69 
L. T. 651 

6. Charter-party — Discharge — Time — Despatch money— 
Sundays and fete days excepted.—Glendevon, The, P.D. & A.D. 
[1893] P. 269; 62 L. J. P. & D. 123 

7. Charter-party—Insurance—Chartered freight—Perils of 
sea—Delay—Concealment of material fact.—B2edounin, The, 
App. [1894] P. 1 

8. Collision—Fog—Duty to stop and reverse.—Lancashire, 
The, u.L. 69 L. T. 663 

9. Collision — Lien — Harbour authority — Negligence.— 
Utopia, Owners of, v. Primula, Owners of, P.c. [1893] A. C. 492; 
62 L. J. P. C. 118 

10. Collision—Limitation of liability—Common owners— 
Common employment—Gross tonnage—Crew space—Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1867 (30 & 31 Vict. c. 124), s. 9.—Petrel, The, 
P.D. & A.D. [1893] P. 320 

11. Collision — Overtaken vessel. — Saragossa, The, H.L. 
69 L. T. 664 

12. Collision—Regulations for preventing collisions at sea, 
arts. 16, 20.—Moliere, The, P.D. & A.D. 62 L. J. Adm. 102 

13. Contract—Hire of ship— Rescission —Damages.— Cars- 
well vy. Collard, H.L. [1893] A. C, 635 

14. Practice—Cross actions—Admiralty Court Act, 1861 (24 
& 25 Vict. c. 10), s. 34.—Rougemont, The, P.D. & A.D, [1893] 
P. 275; 62 L. J. P. & D. 121 

15. Salvage — Apportionment — Members of crew.—Spree, 
The, P.D. & A.D. 69 L. T. 628 

16. Salvage—Uncompleted services—Surrender at desire of 
salved ship to other salvors—Readiness to proceed with services 
—Compensation for loss sustained by inability to complete ser- 
vices.—Maasdam, The, P.D. & A.D. 69 L. T. 659 

See also County Court, 6, 7; Insurance, 3, 4; Practice, 40. 


SOLICITOR— 

1. Agreement with client as to payment for work to be done 
— ‘Fair and reasonable” agreement — Reasonableness of 
amount of remuneration—Attorneys and Solicitors Act, 1870 
(33 & 34 Vict. c. 28), ss. 4, 8, and 9.—*Stuart, Re, Cathcart, Kx 
parte, App. 62 L. J. Q. B. 623; 69 L. T. 334 

2. Attachment—Unqualified person—Attending law courts 
and paying court fees incidental to a personal appearance— 
Solicitors Acts, 1843 and 1860 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 2, and 
23 & 24 Vict. c. 127, s. 26).—Hall, Re, Q.B.D. 69 L. T. 385 

3. Charges made before the Incorporated Law Society— 
Reasonable ground—Payment of costs by applicant.—N——, 
Re, N——, Ex parte, a.B.D. §, J. 28 

4. Costs—Taxation—Lease—Business connected with lease 
—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44), ss. 
2, 4—General Order under Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, 
s. 2, and Schedule I., Part II.—Savery v. Enfield Local Board, 
aL. W. R. 33 

5. Costs—Taxation—Successive bills of costs in the same 
arbitration— Natural break in the proceedings—Right of client 
to have bills taxed—Taxation after twelve months—Payment of 
bills of costs by acceptances—Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. 
c. 73), 8. 37.—Romer and Haslam, Re, apr. W. R. 51; 62 L. J. 
Q. B. 610; 69 L. T. 547 

6. Misconduct—Conviction for criminal offence—Landlord a 
party to use of house as a brothel—Inquiry hefore a committee 
of Incorporated Law Society—Solicitors Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. 65), 88. 13, 19.—* Weare, Re, Incorporated Law Society, 
Ex parte, app. [1893] 2 Q. B. 439; 62 L. J. Q. B. 596; 
69 L. T. 522 

7. Misconduct—Large sums received for investment from 
client aged twenty-one years-—No independent advice—Failure 
to keep accounts—Loss of sums intrusted.—Jncorporated Law 

Society, Ex parte (No. 4), B.D. §. J. 100 
8. iviscoutuct Misappropriation of client’s moneys by the 
solicitor’s clerk—Negligence of solicitor.—Jncorporated Law 


Society, Ex parte (No. 1),a.3.D §, J. 28 
Lissoutnds—-Bieap ropriation of client’s moneys—Pay- 


. 


ment of client’s moneys into solicitor’s private banking account 
—Insolvency of solicitor.—IJneorporated Law Society, Kx parte 
(No. 3), Q.B.D. 8. de 82 


10, 1894. 
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10. Misconduct—Non-payment of money recovered in an 
action — False statement in bill of costs.—Incorporated Law 
Society, Ex parte (No. 2),a.BD. §. J. 28 

11. Unqualified person —County court—Contempt—Juris- 
diction of county court—Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 
73), s. 2—Solicitors Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), s. 26— 
County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), 8. 162.—* Reg. v. 
Brompton County Court Judge, Q.B.D. 62 L. J. Q. B. 604 

See also, Lands Clauses Act, 3; Practice, 6; Trustee, 8. 


STOCKBROKER— 
See Banker, 1, 2, 3; Frauds, Statute of, 2; Principal and 
Agent, 2. 


THAMES CONSERVANCY— 

Nuisance—Nuisance caused on foreshore by persons un- 
known—Liability of Thames Conservators as ‘‘ owners or 
occupiers ”’—Public Health (London) Act, 1891, s. 4,—T'hames 
Conservators v. Port of London Sanitary Authority, Q.B.D. 
8. J. 153 


TITHE— 

1. Extraordinary tithe rent-charge—Annual rent-charge in 
lieu thereof—Farm containing hop grounds—Sale of part of 
farm containing no hop grounds—Liability to contribute— 
Extraordinary Tithe. Redemption Act, 1886 (49 & 50 Vict. c. 
54), 88. 2-4.—Simmonds v. Heath, a.B.D. W. R. 30; 69 L, T. 442; 
arp. W. R, 122; [1894] 1 Q. B. 29 

2. Extraordinary tithe rent-charge—Failure by landowner 
to give notice of liability of occupier—Certificate—Tithe Act, 
1891 (54 Vict. c. 8), s. 2, sub-section 6.—Hughes v. Rimmer, 
aBD. W.R. 79; 69 L. T. 417 

3. Rates—Arrears of rates due before Tithe Act, 1891—Pay- 
ment of, by the tenant—Allowance of, by the landlord— 
Deduction of, from the tithe—Tithe Act, 1891 (54 Vict. c. 8), 
ss. 6, 7—Interpretation Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), s. 38, 
sub-section 2.—Roberts v. Potts, 9.B.D. W.R. 95; 69 L. T. 314 


TRADE-MARK— 

1. Descriptive word — Invented word — Rectification of 
register — Person aggrieved — Patents, Designs, and Trade- 
Marks Act, 1883, ss. 64, 90—Patents, Designs, and Trade- 
Marks Act, 1888, s. 10, sub-section 1; s. 90.—Talbot’s Trade- 
Mark, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J. §, J. 200 

2. Registration — Added matter — Disclaimed words—Not 
calculated to deceive — Discretion of registrar — Patents, 
Designs, and Trade-Marks Acts, 1883, s. 72 (2), and 1888, s. 14. 
—Loftus’ Trade-Mark, Re, 0H.D. NORTH, J. SJ§J. 58; 63 L. J. 
Ch. 52; 69 L. T. 690 

3. Registration — ‘‘ Calculated to deceive” — ‘‘ Person 

grieved ’—Patents Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), ss. 72 
(2), 90—Patents Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 50), s. 14.—Société 
Anonyme des Verreries de L’Ktoile Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. 
STIRLING, J. [1894] 1 Ch. 61; 63 L. J. Ch. 56 

4. Registration — Rectification — Old mark — ‘“ Person 
aggrieved.”’—* Powell’s Trade-Mark, Re, app. 62 L. J. Ch. 848 

5. Registration—User of distinctive words in istered 
trade-mark by other persons at time of paglidaiiianideiate, 
&e., Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), s. 90.—Patine & Co. v. 
Daniells & Sons’ Breweries, arr. W. R, 40 


TRADE NAME— 

1, Company—Foreign company—Use of similar trade name 
in England—Injunction.—Saunders v. Sun Life Assurance Co. 
of Canada, CH.D, STIRLING, J. §, J. 113 

2. Licence to use—Assignment—Absence of business—Fraud 
on public—Right in gross to use trade name.—T'horneloe v. 
Hill, C.D. ROMER, J. §, J. 201 


TRAMWAY— 
Practice—Manager—Power of court to appoint.— Bartlett v. 
West Metropolitan Tramway Co., CH.D. NORTH, J. [1893] 
3 Ch. 437; 69 L. T. 560 
See also Criminal Law, 5; 
Deposit, 1, 2. 
TRESPASS— 


See International Law, 2; Practice, 24. 


TRUSTEE— 

1. Breach of trust—Investment on mortgage—Valuation— 
Statute of Limitations— Measure of liability—Consent of 
beneficiary—Impounding interest—Trustee Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. c. 59), ss. 6, 8.—Somerset, Re, Somerset v. Poulett, arp. 
8. J. 39; W. R. 145; 63 L. J. Oh. 41 


Nuisance; Parliamentary 


2. Limitations, Statute of — Express trust — Constructive 

trust—Solicitor of trustees in possession of trust fund—Fiduciary 
sition—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25.—Soar v. Ashwell, Arp. 
. R. 165; [1893] 2 Q. B. 390; 69 L. T. 585 








3. Mixing of trust funds—Increase of value of joint estate 
—Apportionment of profit between beneficiaries.—Stoddart v. 
Savile (No. 1), cH.D. CHITTY, J. §. J. 79 

4. Mo — Equitable assi Priority—Notice to 

uitable interest.— Ward v. Duncombe, 4.1%. W. R. 59; 
a S . 369; 62 L. J. H. L. 881 

5. Mortgage—Transfer—Trustee of term—Costs of transfer. _ 
—Sewell v. Bishopp, appr. 62 L. J. Ch. 985 

6. New trustees — Appointment — Practice — Government 
stock — Vesting order — L Act, 1890, ss. 136, 139.— 
*Gregson, Re, LUN. Pca, 3 Ch. 233 

7. New trustees—Power to i PROP ye woe 
of eo 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 31, 

1, 6.—Nic v. Field, OH.D. KEKEWICH, J. W.R. 48; 62 
L. J. Ch. 1013; 69 L. T. 299 

8. Solicitor-trustee — Non-professional services— Power to 
charge—Settled account—Costs—Taxation.—Fish, Re, Bennett 
v. Bennett, app. 62 L. J. Ch. 977 

9. Will—Infant — Maintenance clause — Power or trust— 
Married woman—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882 (45 & 
46 Vict. c. 75), s. 21—Jurisdiction of court to interfere with 
discretion of trustees.—Bryant, Re, Bryant v. Hickley, cu.d. 
cutrTy, J. §.J.79; W. RB. 183 

See also Company, 21; Limitations, Statute of, 3; Power 

of Appointment, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 6; Will, 15. 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 

1. Contract — Negotiation — Incompleteness — Telegram. — 
Harvey v. Facey, ?.0. W. BR, 129; [1893] A. C. 552; 62 L. J. 
P. C. 127; a0 Em. 50s f 

2. Covenants for title—Quiet enjo: t—Conveyance in fee 
—Defect appearing by recital in dual of communes —Veniers 
liability on covenants.—. v. Midland Railway Co., app. 
8. J. 41; W. BR. 116; [1894] 1 Ch. 11 

3. Notice—Constructive noti ive equitable incum- 
brancers—Purchase from subsequent equitable incumbrancer 
without notice of prior equities—Purchaser getting in — 
estate after notice—Tacking —Con i , 1881, s. 21, 
sub-section egy Act, 1882, s. 3, sub-section (1). 
— Bailey v. Barnes, app. §. J.9; W. RB. 66; [1894] 1 Ch. 25; 
69 L. T. 542 

4. Sale under order of court—Conditions of sale—Clean title 
—Conveyancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 70.— Mostyn 
v. Mostyn, ape. W.R.17; [1893] 3 Ch. 376; 62. J. Ch. 959 

5. Specific perfo tract for sale of realty and 
personalty—Concluded agreement—Negotiation.—Page v. Nor- 
folk, CH.D. ROMER, J. §, J. 184 

6. Trustee—Conveyance executed by attorney of trustee— 
Authority to solicitor ——. conveyance to receive trust 

y in completion—Interest—Wilful default—Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 56—Trustee Act, 
1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 59), s. 2.—Hetling and Merton’s Contract, 
Re., app. W.R. 19; [1893] 3 Ch. 269 


VICTORIA LAW— 
Melbourne Corporation Act, 1850—Street—Improvements— 
Adjoining tenements—Owners and occupiers.—Mowbray v. 
Drew, P.c. 62L. J. P. C. 81 


WATER— 

1. Barbadoes, law of—Abstraction of 
—Trent-Stoughton v. Barbadoes Water Supply Co., P.c. 
AG. 008; SS ie is 

2. Waterworks—Purchase of mains, pi fittings— 
Principle of valuation—Compensation 3g of right to 
supply district.—Stockton Water Board v. Kirkleatham Local 
Board, u.L, [1893] A. C. 444; 69 L. T. 661 

See also Government, 11, 


WAYy— 
Open space—Public user—No evidence of ic dedication. 
—Robinson v. Cowper Local Board, B.D, 62 L. J. Q. B. 619 


WEIGHTS and 


[1893] 


Justices—County council— law—Jurisdiction— Weights 
and Measures Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 21), s, 28.—Martin v. 
Clarke, a.3.D. 62 L. J. Cc. 178 


WILL— 

1. Annuity — Direction to accumulate surplus income — 
Thellusson Act—Gift to charities to take effect at a future time 
—Intestacy.— Harbin v, Masterman, CH.D. STIRLING, J. §. J. 132 

2. Annuity—Duration of £250 per annum to “ A. B. 


his descendants ""-—Substitutional gift.—M Re, M 
* Renee APP. COR Se wr 
3. Fe au, Porch goby of all 
deductions exception income tax "—* of duty and 





16 DIGEST. 


Solicitors’ J. 
Feb. 10, ed 














~~ other deduction.”’—Buckle, Re, Williams v. Marson, Apr. 
J. 112 

4. Construction—Devise to trustees—Direction to pay debts 
' —Legal estate.—Brooke, Re, Brocke v. Brooke, CH.D. CHITTY, J 
8. J. 42; W. R. 186; [1894] 1 Ch. 43 


5. Construction—‘‘ Outgoings.”—Cleveland’s Settled Estate, 
Re, Wolmer v. Forester, APP. § 3.96 

6. Seltiontiion -ebiidies—Teesanons recital — Intestacy.— 
“Bagot, Re, Paton v. a APP. 
Ch. 1006; 69 L. T. ¢ 

7. = nth Tints a of share of residue— 
bequest and nae it. to ‘‘lapse into and 


[1893] 3 Ch. 348; 62 L. J. 


Codicil ae ee 
© part o general residue and ‘be divisible as part 
thereto Re, Bignold v. Bignold, cH.D. CHITTY, J. 
57 

8. Construction—Residue—Shares of residue given abso- 
lutely by will—Codicil restricting the gift of one share to a life 
interest, with direction that, upon death of tenant for life, the 
share should fall into and form part of the residue.— Palmer, 
Re, Palmer v. Answorth, app, W.R.151; [1893] 3 Ch. 369; 
62 L. J. Ch. 988; 69 L. Tr. 477 

9. Legacy—Interest till vesting— Residuary legatees. — 
Inman, Re, Inman v. Rolls, cH.D. KEKEWICH, J. W.R. 156; 
[1893] 3 Ch. 518; 62 L. J. Ch. 940; 69 L. T. 374 

10. Legacy—Sale and conversion—Postponement— Residue 


| 
| 


—tTrustee entitled to share of residue~Increase in value of 


residue—Right of legatee to share in increase.—Campbell Vo 


Campbell, CH.D. STIRLING, J. [1893] 3 Ch. 468; 62 L. J. Ch’ 


878 


Sheward v. Brown, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. 
L. T. 302 


11. Life interest — Alienation — Forfeiture. —* Sheward, Rell 
[1893] 3 Ch. 502; 69. 


12. Remoteness—Invalid trust for sale—Good trust of the” 


proceeds—Conversion.— Davoren, Re, Bowen v. Churchill, o#.D, 7 


CHITTY, J. W.R, 24; [1893] 3 Ch. 421; 63 L. J. Ch. 54 


13. Remoteness—Trust, or power for sale—Conversion— © 
Valid gift of rents till sale.—Goodier v. Edmunds, on.D, 4 


STIRLING, J. [1893] 3 Ch. 455 


14. Tenant for life and remainderman—Company—Sale of | 
undertaking to new company—Reserve dividend fund—Som % 
payable to shareholders larger than amount paid upon shares— % 


Capital or income.—Armitage, Re, Armitage v. Garnett, APP, 
[1893] 3 Ch. 337; 69 L. T. 619 

15. Trustee—Power of 
tator.—Sudeley and Baines’ Contract, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J 
128 


8. J. 


See also Administration, 1; Charity, 3; Disentailing Deed; 
Power of Appointment, 1, 2; Probate, 3-11; Settle 
10; Trustee, 9. 


sale—Duration—Intention of tes- 


Land, 9 
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